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THE SETTING .,

" san Prancisco's "wWestern Addition" is one of two large Black -
communities within the city. The selection of this particular
site for the 1976 research on television usage was based on )
& several criteria. Perhaps the foremost one was that the

7approximately 35,000 Black people in the area represeLt as

broad a spectrum as is poasible on most of. the social and ' -

demographic wariables which were of interest to Ls. An addi—
L tional factor, whith distinguishea this centrally located
community from, say,. Oakland (which i3 much larger) and the
'San [Francisco Huntet's Point ayea, is that it contains subf .
stantial, numbers of persons from otherx ethnic minorities, e.g.,
the Japanese .community. FPFurther, all of the perimeter sections
of .the Weatern Addition are either residential or mixtured of
Small,retail business and residential areas. Most of these‘.
eurrounding neighborhoodshare predominantly white.’

A}

s
~

The one other major selection reason was that the chosen area.

is, becauae of the other characteristics, quite obviously a:
community in the social-organizgtional sense of the woxd. P

.- Cablecommuriications Resourte Center Solicited and was able to -
. . obtain the support of important persons in the community ' .
- % hierarchy for purposes of staffing the field opergtion, conducting
kmapping and "locator" phases within the 8ampling\p\§nz and for
stimulating the cooperation we ultimately found among the persons
who fell into the sample. ",

.

The final point behind deciding to conduct the research in the
Wes@ern Addition was that it' composes part of California's

'l. -‘ N ) . - . " «
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17th.Assemb1y District: the incumbent during the research was
. Willio Brown, a Black attornoy;who first took office in the,
/Aaaembly during 1965. ‘(There are, of course, -other districta
in the Bay area which have Blacks as elected officials.) Our
‘rationale for ﬁanting to study people who lived in. such an
‘area was that in a national election year it preaented an
intereatinb complex of;political allegiances and/or alienation
pymptoﬁe. On top of the poiﬁfb cited above, this was sufficient'
to fix our focus firmly on the San Francisco central’ city ares

»

as a research site. ' _ v N

THE._INTERVIEW

It is generally accepted as a fact of life in contemporary
social science that interviewing Amertcans becomes more
difficult as each_year passes. All of the obstacles that we

.could conceive of.eventually presented thgmselves during the \
"course of this research, Overlying’the“general antipathy ' .
bred of Watergate, revelations about federal invasiona of
‘people's privacy, and the specific "welfare investigator"
syndrome that pervades all urban areas, we encountered several
problems unique to San Francisco. Perhaps the most bothersome .

. one-was the six-week, complete shut-down of the city's public
transportatipn avstem. This strike etarted during the first__
week of our Wave 1 interviewing. In a compact, densely popnlhted
sarea like the Western Addition,lparging gne's private automobile
on the street is problematical. Interviewers, however, were
faced with either that or the less pleasaht alternative... walking

» from interView-to interview. Even thodgh assignments were made
by sub-areas, the issue of large numbers of non-contacts (over
1,500 attempts to contact were made in order to complete the

| 324 wave 1 interviews) was a hardship we had to cope with, ) .

P

-

Another coincidental situation added to the natural level of
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reluctance that one dkpectn to find.in trying to conduct in~home
interviews in urban areas. During the time we were in the fdeld \\Jl
solicitors for Viacom Gable Corporation were circulating materials
‘and were making peraonal contacta where possible in order to
) k ! ) promote subscription to the newly available cable TV service
offeéered by their company. ‘Since our interviewers were using;
the names of both the Booker T. Waahington Foundati nd o l
Cablecommunjtations Resovurce Center, more than a fe:YrespOndenta
o concluded 2§at'we wore trying to aell CATV placements. -
’ ’ 5 . -. .—
-Ultimately we overcame these problems through perseverance and
' overspending our original interviewing budget substantially.
aigpiflcant portion of the recalcitrant sample members were ' .' .
finally brought in by our colleagues .at The 'Young Adults, a .
"community youth organlratlon. Not only were we able to establish l,
"a city office.in their quarters, but they lent their support at
both the location and contaqt phases. '

. : .
siugpLE SELECTION PROCEDURES
A . N .

CENSUS TRACT SELECTION

-~

Sixteen contiguous. census tracts were selected as the primary .
’ ; area for this survey. (Practs 152, 153; 154, 155, 157, 158, |
' " 159, 161, 162, 163, 164, 165,:166, 167, 168,.and 171.) Each L
txact contained at least a 20% Black population according to '
1970 census data.\ The area is aurrounded by census tracts which . e
L average well under I Bldck population, none highefwthan 13%. o
i Accordinq_to densus data, the sixteen tracts*containgg-a totul, A
. 7 of 77,785 ‘people in 1970, 'Of thege, 35,964 - 46.2% - were Black.

E EODIFICATION OF CENSUS TRACTS - e ;L S . L

Within each census tract, Bpeci 1c blocks were eliminated if
their_population‘was less than,zv“wBladk. -Th;a,pro&edure
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e oty ' . L. e L
oliminatod an area containinq 19, 284 people from the aurvey
area; but only 1, #3253 of these, people (6%)«4wera Blacka..~ 4.
_ ‘. A
- The resulting modified census tract area contaiqu a total of
S 58,537 .pecple, of whom 34,821 (60%) were Black. This repre- »
sented only 8. 2? of the tQtal population of gan Francisco, but
it represented 36.2% of thq Black population of the entire city.

o | SAMPLE SIZE WITHIN EACH MODIE TRACT \ \<://\ | T

P

RPS CO. of San Francisco had been asked to draw a aahple that
would result in 'the identification of 600 B;ack households within
the survey area. The first step was to.geterﬁine’required

, sample sizes within each modified census tract. The tglldging

. formula was used: |
Sample Size = (B /Btot 1 X 600)/‘%5a .

B, is the humber of Blacks in modified tracﬂ'd}‘Btotal is the
total number of Blacks in all the modified tracts, ‘and %B, is
' the pzoportion of Blacks among the entire population in modified
tract a. ' Put into words, the sample size for tract 'd was
determined by finding the ratio of Blacks in the Yract to Blacks
»in the total sample area, multiplYing that ratio by 600 to get
the desired number Qf Black households in the modlfied traat,
'and dividing by the Black populationrpercentage in the modified
tract to determine the total number of houaeholds to be contacted °
in the tract in. order to reach the desired number of Black
Qhouéé olds. . ' :' oL y
. Tt - | o ‘ Looe v
’ The resqlt of this proceduge was to creat@aasaﬁ‘Ie that was _ |
stratified 4in direct proportion to the Black pop&lation repre-*-'
sented within each modifieq census tract. “Thus, if‘a’ given
tract contained a tenth of all Blacks'in the sample area,. sixty
Black homes: would be deqiréd (1/10 x 600) for the aample."If .
o the modified tr@ct ‘was 75% Black, then a sample of eighty o Nr\w/
BN households would be peeded to obtaih 60 Black househq}ds |




(60/,75 « 80) in the modified. tract. If the modified tract -
was 40% Blacﬂr then a sample of 150 householda (60/.4 = 150)
would bo needed to obtain'GO Black hdhaeholds.' TN -

l? / .
" The procedure created a desired sample aize within each modified
tract “that waa expected to‘produce a desired sample size of
Black householda. _Independent ran@om samplea were then drawn

%

for Qach tract.

* SAMPLING FRAMF

-«

Valid streeqt numbers within each modified tract were determined
through the use ‘of a large jFale mgp of the area. The ranges

of numbers on valid streets were then photocopied from a

reverse phone directér& which lists households by street in order
‘of address number.  The éopy of all valid addresges within the '
modified-tract became the'sampling frame for the tract. iy

L

RANDOM SAMPLING : | | K | -

T Wwithin each aampling frame, the specified sample size (see _g'
- - above) had been ds}ermlned and was*drawn by a random*procedure.
Numbérs were taken from’a table .0of random numbers° and for a
~ given random number, N, the Nth address’ was taken from the
sampling frame. 'The random procedure was xepéated until the

sample size desired for the‘tract had been drawn.
t ‘ ‘ "

-

To insure that bias due to non-published phondi and homes without
phoneg was eliminated, the addresses drawn were not actually

~used forthe sample. Rather, intervieweis were to contact the
next housing unit (home or ‘apartment) immediately abmve the
nu%ber drawn from “the Yeverse directory.

~p

—— ) . \_{
FINAL SAMPLE SIZE .- S

The fesultfof tbe procedures was a sample of 1,346 addresses,
. _ _ \
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ltratified by modified census tracta. By sdmple laws of proba-
bility, and assuminthhe population is sfhilar to what it was !

- in 1970, this should have produced 600 quck households distri-
" buted among, tracts in the same way.that the Black population'
was distributs' among the tracts. .

-

7/ : :
As it turned oQt, the locator phase of the sampling units

revealed that many ineligible (i.e., non-Black) persons were
living in addresses that féll into the samplé. The ratio of
such ineligibles led us to conclude that the composition'of‘
\several of the tracts had changed markedly over the;years-since
1970's census. The simple solution to these problems was to
increase the sample of addresses for location purposes to’ 1 SOOV
from the origlnal 1, 346,

~3

THE SUBJECTS

Tﬂd originél conception of-this'research plan included the

idea that the heads of each'sampled hausehold both be inter-*
viewed - if, of course, there were two adults in the home. |
This intention wAs deemed dysfunctional in the light of a widely
held communlty attitudeAthat only social mervice fraud investi~’
gators couldqbe really so inteyested in contacting both heads .
of a household. The final operational plan called for .specifying
a sex-of-respondent quota on the basis of .address; odd number =
male, even ‘number = female, where the desired person was absent
nprmanently sor did not exist)’ a-substitﬁtdon was made. Asg the
demographlc data below indicate, the sex composition of the
sample closely approximates the population norms.

"~ Our samplé size, on the first wave of toé_panél,'ultimately
reached 324. This numpgf\syenthated out of the 391 Black adults"
who were actually contacted by an interviewer. Some 19 persons

- did not formally refuse to be interviewed, but were indisposed

-

\ N
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such that na complete intor@iow was possible.- The second.wave
e . of interviewing took place iﬂ'.hte May 1976 and was conducted
¥ largely by telephone. Here we were able to interview 276 per d
QOf the 48 nonwinterviews..only'i wqxe ‘outright refusals.' Singg? fﬁ%.ﬁ'
telephone contact was simply not fqasible for some respondents, =
-40 of these second-wave interviews were again conducted face-

to-face. v e - ' : ) 3 - .
, | . ' . . ‘1 ¢« r\\q
The third wave of ihterviewing commenced in mid-June,fshortly
after the final state, primary elections were completed. This
‘interview, %t wgs the case in Wave 1, again required about one
hour's time.\ A total of 268 persons were re-interviewedfat this -

s .~ ' -

As wiLi be discussed in a subsequént section of this paper,
. it “turndd o&t th e attrition did not substantiaily altef.
" the demographic composition of the orignnal sample., On 16 |
-independent variables used -for analysis, only one aas@’h any
significant differences between thQVWuve 1 and wgye 3 sanles.i“
. Cl . ¢

'
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. -~ SAN rnancxsco snsa. U. s.»q;nsps. 1970s
. - TRACTS Rnpon'rmq ‘OVER 0% Bmcxs - '
S " .
ot T ALL - . . " MED,
: .~ TRACTS  -PERSONS  BLACKS ;gngg_ MED, ED, FAMILY INC,
A - . N .
- ", - %152 - .- 3,851 787 » §20.4 12,8 5,714
A . %153 .2,533 1,418 ° 56.0° . 12.0" L 4,311
,- .-%¥154 5,853 1,473  25.2 .. 127 - . 7,415
€185 . 2,770 . 1,322 - 47.7 12.4 4,695
- %187 ,841 . | 1,830. - .26.8 - 12.7 3,834
- > %158 ° 9,464 5,993 . 80.3 - . 12,1 - 4,765 :
L, W59, 0. 2,543 - '852 33,5 12,9 7,16% .,
*161 . 2,526 . 1,828 '72.4 10.1 .. . 2,760 .
*162 2,392 857 : 35,8 "12.2° - 4,170
- %163, 4,652 3,419 © 73.5 11.5 . 4,003 -
" %164 3,838 2,779 7204 0 124 5,000 °
. *165 5,108 2,005 39.3 . 12,5 . 5,698 °
™ *166 6,251 - 2,596 41.5 12.4 4,483 °
B *167. 5,576 3,291 59.0 12.3 , 8356
a ' *l68 . 6,866 3,457 |  50.3 T 1202 4,597
*171 - 8,721 2,057 23,6  12.8 5,494
178 3,590 755 21.0 10.5 2,422
180 1,706 / 693 40,6 11.6 2,541 .
226 531 - 305 57.4 . 11,0 3,447 <
: 227 9,414 _  2,774° 29.5 12.1 6,500
| 230 8,823 4,875 55.3 11,2 8,474
\ T 231 9,152 8,196 . 89.6 10.6 5,082
232" 3,967 . 33159 79.6 . 10.6™~ 7,616
233 - 780 389 49.9 11.8 9,237 .
ﬂ 234 3,664 2,991 - 81.6 10.2 - ' 4,915
258 1,268 323 . 25.5 11.3 8,871
- 264 12,083 2,937 24.3 _ 11.5 9,207
' 312 6,066 3,251 . -~53.6 12.0 7,913
_ 313 7,640 - 4,635 60.7 12.2 9,239 - . .,-
~ 314 4,207 3,285 78. 2 12,0 * 87973 . W
R 605 3,398 1,580 46.5 11.3 3,821
" 608 192~ 160 83.3 9.1 5,400
609 315 271 86.0 9.7, 2,618
610 1,575 423 29.0 - 11.7 10, 737
_ TOTAL = 81,191 36,718 45.2%
. CITYWIDE AN : .
TOTAL = ‘715,674 96,078 13.4% )
*SAMPLE
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SUMMARY.STATISTIC§: THE DEMOGRAPHY OF THE 1976 SAMPLE

-

.120. PRESENT' AGE OF RESPONDENT
' MEDIAN AGE...........

121. NUMBER OF,CHILDREN IN HOUSEHOLD

124 REsponﬂbNT S OCCURATION .
UNSKILLED FACTORY-WORKER, EQUIPTMENT opﬁhATOR HOUSEHOLD,

ONE...i..teteeenocnoonssns 19.7%

THREE ... .cooieennn. e, 9.7%

FIVE OR MORE..... eeeesh e 3.5%
1 - .} )

SERVICE, POLICE, FIREMAN, LABORER, CONSTRUCTION........ ,....26.5%'
CRAFTSMAN, FOREMAN, SKILLED, SEMI-SKILLED, FARMER. .......... 14.7%
CLERICAL AND SALES.....ccvvecens - e 10.1%
PROFESSIONAL, MANAGERIAL, EXECUTIVE, PROPRIETOR........ ..... 16. 3%

FAMILY INCOME

UNDER $2,000..... e e ee e 14.0%
$2,000 - $3,999........... 14.0%
© $4,000 - $5,999........... 13.6%
$6,000 - $7,999. ... 14.0%
126. HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD'S SCHOOLING
" EIGHTH GRADE OR LESS...... 10.0%
SOME HIGH SCHOOL.......... 18.8%
HIGH SCHOOL GRAD..: e sess 31.3%

."127. SOCIAL €LASS t

LOWER . ¢ttt v vttt eeeneenarons 17.6%
" WORKING.......00nn S ee e 28.7%
LOWER MIDDIE. ..« cosveeeenn .25.4%
96 STATE OF RESPONDENT'S BIRTH -
WEST COAST. ...... e .26.7%
SOUTH. ... «©v evveeeon. ....34%2%
SOUTHWEST ..o ivpevvvenncnnn 23.3%
SOUTHEAST ¢ ¢t et e vosneeeas 2.

ROCKY MOUNTAIN......... .. .0.0%

-

$8,000 - $9,999......... . 15.9%
$10,000 - $14,999....... 18.6%
$15,000 - $19,999........ 4.7%
$20,000 PLUS..... Ceeeene..4.3%
SOME COLLEGE..«...0os. 4 o27.2%
COLLEGE GRAD....... ceee..8.7%
ADVANCED REGREE........ W .3.7%
MIDDLE MIDDLE...... C....20.5%
UPPER MIDDLE..{...... w - 3. 3%
UPPER....coovonnns ne s 4.6%

PLAINS .STATES. .. v e e es0.8%

MIDWEST ....ctvenvneeee «e:6.4%
NEW ENGLAND @ 60 2 00 0 0 e e e e O . O%
“MID ATLANTIC........00... 6. 4%
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97. STATE “IN WHICH RESPONDENT RAISED - . .
WEST COAST. Y S & PLAINS STATES... g« ... wel.1%
! . ' . SQWH’.‘......I‘..'......‘ 25 4% ”IDWESTO 3 909*00-.‘.0006.4%
T SO[JT}{WEST..O)..oco.-onclncool7cw ! NEW ENGLAND.';..-o-o-oo-c.oOoO%
SOUTHEAST e v vevnnnn. Ceee..1.5% MID ATLANTIC. ... <s.c.o.. 6.4%
ROCKY MOUNTAIN......... fee-0.4% . Y S

\ 98. TIME RESPONDENT HAS SPENT IN SAN FRANCISCO S N
: 0 -1 YEAR........... L..3.4% . 11 - 15 YEARS e N ee...B.6%
% v .. " 1 -5 YEARS....otiirnnnn .-,12.0% ! 16 - 19 YEARS:...... ,;:...10.5%“
' 6,- 10 YEARS......ic......11.2% ' 20 YEARS AND OVER...n. ./ 54.3%

99. DOES .THE RESPONDENT\?ELONQ"TO.A RELIGIOUS 'DENOMINATION . - .
CYESii....... T 61.8%  NO.....eeeueivannnns L& .38, 2%

100 DENOMINATION TO WHICH RESPONDENT BELJONGS

\
BAPTIST .. oo he e e veveens ....55.6% ( SEVENTH DAY ADVENTIST....O.O0%
METHODIST ------ \. oooooooooo 8‘. 1% JEHOVN‘{ ,S WITNESS ™o 9 o o 0109%
MUSLIM. N Y .0.0% " CHURCH ,OF GOD AND '
b % ,CATHOLIC. ........ Se e 11.2% CHRIST OR PENTECQSTAL. 6.9%
g ' _ oo : | o QTHEsz ....... b e e e e e Y6.2%
" 101. DENOMINATION TO WHICH RESPONDENT FEELS CLOSEST ¢
BAPTIST. e el 42.4% SEVENTH DAY ADVENTIST. . ..0.0%
METHODIST A 7.3% . JEHOVAH'S WITNESS . cw.eee..2.8%
MUSLIM. ». R R R 1.1% + CHURCH OF GOD AND .
CATHOLIQ@...... ... eeeete....B.5% CHRIST OR PENTECOSTAL..S5.1%
NONE-.-‘ooo-O--'oo'o oooooo ’0'001902% OTPIE:R......0000000'0006001306%'
f . , : SR
102. MARITAL STATUo OF RESPONDENT \ , *
, SINGLEc...}.u\ ......... ...42.0%'  DIVORCED...... cre e .J12.2%
SEPARATED ® o6 & 0’0 o 0 s 0 o x o-o‘“lOos% WIDOWEDoooo... ooooo 0000_0.808%
mRRIEDbo ® © 0 8 o O )0 & 0 0 0 ® o O 'o 026.7% bl - ' a
\ )
! ) . | . A
¥ . \
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- ¢I'V DEMOGRAPHICS o )
\ ‘ . . : . .
1 . I . "~ :
Certain "objective" media-related information about our
respondents!' accese to teleyision is obviously basic to under-
standing how and why they use the medium. ‘The dqu tabulated ’

: belo} were collected on' the first wave of interviewing. .
) - 2 . . e .
106. NUMBER oFTV's ™ -t %A

NONE."....S.....O 9%¥ mo.d.l.............2‘7%

The numbers of sets in the houaeholds wvhere we interviewed 1

'were a bit lower than those national, general population figures

avadlable, Neverthelees, close to half the rdspondents hadyg -

two or—more sets -in the home, ahd this clearly allows the .

program select
desires hembey

process to fit better whatever individual

'lof the' household may have.

107. R OF COBOR TV'S _. _
NONEoooooooooooo4804% Two;oooogo.oooo'oo'QQQBQO%
WEOOOOOOOOOOOOQ42O% T}mEE ORMO*!,E.OQ0.0.]- 6%

More than half the respondents reported that they had color -

"set3° this is agaln just a bit below the national data presently
.availaple. " ' Sy _ C

!’ '

In the area where thxg research took place, there was then an

:intensive marketing effort being made by Viacom Corporation<£o

add.subscribers to their cable television network. Abéﬁt one

in )nne of our respondents ‘said they had a cable connection

at the time of the first interview in Spring 3976, Even without
this reception enhancer, there was little.perceived problem,

perhaps because of the area's proximity tosthe new city trans-
mitting facility. Some 46 percent.of the respondents Baid they
received all local channela satisfaotorily.
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“«. . 109. NATURE.OF RECEPTION |
U , ‘VERY GOOD.......60.9% ' NOT GOOD AT ALL.....2.5%
JUST ALL RIGHT..36.6% .

Thrae further‘queations about TV behavior in general deserve
_ &;; " some mention here.'although they are not, strigtly speaking, ' :

Q. in the same veip as the above agt. We were interested in aes-l N\
* ) cribing the social/paychological aituation in which the respon-
! dents viewed television. The initial question had to do with -
: ‘aelection dynamics. L “ - x "

/ —

105. WHO .USUAL HAS THE SAY ABOUT WHAT IS TO BE WATCHED
. ON TV IN T EVENINGS AT YOUR HOME? : '

N . WE ALL DECIDE...14.7% CHILDRENOOOO. 000000609%
’. » PARENTS........O.I.Q% NOBODY..............G‘.W
.‘ SELF.“‘..I.......OSQOG% mER......‘._......3.l%
.4' ’ SPOUSEooooooooooo\oo708%
In about one 3f seven households, thé decision on.what tot view
is said to be made democratically about half that number of
families cede the choice to the thildren. Although we have
no comparative data here. the interesting finding was that in
fully twa thirds of the. households, the program aélection is
made, apparently without consultation,by one adult., It is
.obvious, however, that a substantial number of the latter are

hones where there is onmly one adult, livinq alone.

Of all the possible predittors -of Viewing of particular tele- )
" wision programs, habituation has often been foupd one of the
moﬁt valuable. Along the lines of trying to describe how
viewiug patterns develop, we)asked our respondents’'to designate
b whether they viewed in a routinized fashion or not. berhabs
because .of the seasonal factors mentioned previously. or for °
other reasons relating to work or life styles, the numbers’ who
did report "regular viewing ‘schedules" were lass than a majority.
5. ON MOST DAYS OF THE WEEK, DO YOU HAVE A REGULAR’ SCHEDULE
. oo FOR WATCHING TELEVISION? ‘
Lo A YES.eeoeensooessd5.5% _NO...........;.....54;5%
‘- " The social dimension of tefavision vig@ing was something we

- . o | ‘ S

' 4 - . ‘ I
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intended to do more with than-we wqr' ultimately able to do.
The bare beginninqa of’ the Aociomatry of televiaion viewing

‘are containod"‘bolw. e : . g , -
). 6. HOW OFTEN WOULD YOU SAY !bu GET TOGETHEK WITH YOUR
3 FAMILY OR FRIENDS ESPECIKLLY TO WATCH CERTAIN TV PROGRAMS?
. \ : VERY OFTENooooocls 7% -,‘ mELYbooodoooooocolgos% ]
OFTENoooooooooJolg 9% NEVER..............I_O.Q% :
SOMETIMS000000~ l% N ] . 4 » R

a ' There were more dr 1das equal and relatively amall numbera of”
’ persons who said they participated in such group viewing "very
- + often".and "never." A few more fell into the "often" and
- " "ri’rely" categories, and:® Qe remaining third were occaaional
o or "aometimea".group viewers, Agaip, 0the constraints of .
existing family structure imp:'lnge on these results. A m?re
meaningful analysis of this group viewing factor will be _

presented in the eection\dealing with bivariate relationahipa.

-




. AMOUNT OF TV VIEWING - L

\ . .. *
The amount of  time én individual spends viewing televiaion ) | s
is important in many of the explanatory analyses typically | Y
undertaken in studies like the present .one.* In .oxder. that '
we have a meaningful datum here, we took a,multi~meaaurénent

- -appreoach. In-faet, beeause of.the- éesixa to obtain -An-- 88888~ - N &

ment of differentiad viewing by season, we took these multiplé
measures each of the two.times when we conducted in—home
interviews. These time periods were (Wave 1) March 15 - *
May 28 and (Wave 3) June 15 - Apgust 1. At this timéiin
tplevision history, the temm "aeason" nobiqngor ggnotes a
fixed time when first run programing is aired and another
‘time when "re-ryns" predoﬁinate aa/tﬁey did several years

ago. Neverthelesds, a major reasch for our taking this two
wave measurement approach was to describe how our respondents'

-poasiblg life style seasonality'affected use of television.

Given ‘the peéuliaritiea of San Francisco weather (e.g.,
regular summer evening fog and cold), these trends should
obviously not be expected to generalize to other areas. As .

Mas. been found before, we caime up with discrepancies betwéen

reapondents estimates of their "average day°s viewing" and ' -
the amount that they viewed either "yesterday" or "the day

Ibefore yeatcrday " 'Average viewing" is greater among gur

.amplq. The data are illustrated bg}d/' | o S
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"Average dé§e

_Meda = 4,04

' Med = 4.01
R . ©, (weekday and - oy T~
-1 ; ' ) evening) - X o= f?ﬁz _x" 4.30 ..)
‘ > 8.4, = 243 s.d. = 2,38 .
\ = ! . | “ . - o W .
_ ‘ " "Yesterday", Med = 2,91 . Med = 2.89

—-r }" ' . X = 3.36 X =310 j
,1'3 . T - ’ . * ) ' S d. = 2 60 ) aod. L 2.43 '-“' l
oL "nay before Mbd = 2,760 Med = 2.74 C
i yesterday" . ‘% = 3.19 = = 3.09
RN s.d. £ .4, = 2,53

. =~ - ’
B Y P T D S Rl - - o e taam Y

= 2.59

U U ——

e f__._

*In order to assess how reliable ‘the reported viewing
times were on an individual level, we calculated

Pearson correlational coefficients between the three '
- -~Separate measures s made in the intetviews from Wave 1.

| / . Phe Yresults showed that "average weekday and evening

7 viewing"-correlated at r = ,68 with "yesterday viewing"‘
amd at r'= ,63 with the "day befgpre yesterday." The.
latter two were correlated at r = ,67 - o
® , . -

e

- Why should this "average" concept be consistently -high?
There wete many extemporaneous mentions by respondents of the

fact that there wege "too many re-runs on," and this may

have had an attenuating effect on amount of.viewing, as

measured by the specific "yesterday" and "day before yeaterday"\/
questioks. There was also the possible factor of the distri-
butjon through the week of interviewing days. ‘This point. is
easx.to handle; the 324 interviews were 1ndeed distributed

evenly ‘'over the week such that the "yesterday viewing" figure

\\\f\hnd the "day befor% yesterday" figure are both averages of

five weekdays and two weekend days. While summary calculations

of each of these twc might be helpful, we are not going to do

'23‘,: / .

“~ (Y . .
. v .
\ o - ) ' . b .



r / ' < I , L
@ i . - ‘ . .

S+ 75 . it in this analysis because of the rglat;yely small numbers

ol -;of weekend viewing data.

T “In subsequent analysés df?yiewipg“time overall, we shall uag‘
o l‘the “average viewing" figures shown in Table 1. While the
Yo J‘*f medians of both the Wave .1 and- 3 of the distribytions of
: :time~of-viewinq‘féll at 4 hours, a couple of peculiarities of
the viewing curves ére’worfh-notiné. ‘First, the extremes are;
intefqpting:-aihosé no‘ one design&tes himself as a non-viewer.
This is especially interesting in the light of thq.very
frequent comments by.respordents to the ihitial questions of
the survey...i.é.,'when pressed to choose favorite programs
they offéred comments-like "well, I hardly watch TV at all..."

.

The fact that\E:e modal.résponses to the viewing average ques- ‘.
tions‘féll at e upﬁér 1imit of our range (i.e., 8 hours or
more) is propably not as unique to this sample as one might
= " imagine. A 1ldok at the age and ‘seX breakdown of this segment
~of the sample shows that the hohsébound. especially aged,
or-ihe women are often "watching all dég";..probably just
turning the set on angd leaving it on... yatdhing or not,..
a3 several told our interviewers. - o
L
In sum, one is cautioned to examine thege distributions of
TV viewing carefully, even if éiting¥"a!erages" is often
ripproprihte'and,necessary, ' | )

¥

“ /\

-

s * There are*several‘conclpsions that theéexdata.éﬁpﬁofﬁ}ﬂbveﬁ .
if fuitﬁé;;analyeis';s q%early ngeded:' ﬁ;rst; the pisol tq//_f e
figures for viewing television, are lower than expected by .

.}_whutevenEEpe;mgaqurgment method and at either pf:the o |
points in ti e. Those chmerJhal,éudience measurements ser—

»
.

| vo'viges we have seen found almost twigf our obtained viewing _~5
times. These are admittedly not fxom West Coast urban areas,: '
+ e . ’ ) ! . -
3 ‘\
N ,
¢ > 3 |




but}othersfoﬂ the data which they xqportldo closely coincide
with our own (e. Q.. Qiewinq o rime time *"Black coﬁediéa“).

' Resolu%ions of methodoloqical differences that might be

contributing to these discrepanciea will be addressqd later

in this report. \

The second major figging of interest here is that there ia
virtually no seasonal (i.e., Wave 1 vs. Wave 3) difference in

any of the viewing-time indices. Bus-strikes, droughts,

Olympic specials notwithstanding, we expected that there
would be time interval differences, and the fact that there

were not callg for expanding this "time ¢pudget by season"
work in future studies we_plan to conduct.
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- . TABLE

- . /
‘\
AMOUNTS OF VIEWING

- (WAVE 1, SPRING 1976) ‘

AVERAGE ‘
WEEKDAY & - DAY BEFORE

EVENING “YESTERDAY YESTERDAY
’

' - 329..0.-...050..0.0.2 5%00..0....16 8%..,......20 2%
030 - l 29..0.10....0010 0%..!.10'.910 9%0..0000.012 3%

1:30
2:30
3:30
4:30
5:30
6:30
7:30

2029...........16.9%...\.....16.8%..000000014..5%

.3:29..C..-:...0013.4%........;13.7%..........11.7%
04:29........‘.0014.1%.......0011105%...‘.....'.9.8%

5129 eeeeccecceeBelBueccaceaenes5e0%BeecenneseB.8%
62291 ceeecneeeal22eeeneneeee9e0%ecccanecssd5%
78291 ereeneeneee@iThueernenses3il%ueeenanens3.8%
CeenedernereeeslBil%ieeeeee i1 208%herennnea9.5%

“ 3 !

€
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- FAVORITE PROGRAM PREFERENCES -

-

One of the important ways-we used to investigate whatutele—-"
vision programs were doing for their viewers was sinfply to

inquire what each resﬁondent' "three favorite shows" were.
This completely unaided question, coming at the very start
of the first wave of interviewing should have produced
résponses pretty'well free from any influence like a-res»
poqdent a potential need to provide socially desirable

-information to the interviewer.

o, . )
A total of 156 different program names were provided by our
324 respondents. Although this is a quite broad distribution,

the frequencies of naming a few leading shows merits tabulating

them below. . : .

' , 1st choice 2nd cheoice 3rd choice
Good 'I‘imeB...................50 43 : 2l
Jeffersons..,.........s.......35 26 21 .
Sanford & SON.ceeececegeecsca3l < é 31 34
SportS.....o...........o.....24\ 13 21
Soap OperaSQQQoooooqbooooooooz3 18 21
NGWQ...,...o..o........oo....la ‘i‘ 16 11
Kojakoo000000000000000000000006 15 15
Starsky & HUtchooo‘;oooooooo‘OQQG 6 7
Baretta.......;'...“.......,....5 5 14
FBI.o.ooooooooooooooo-oooooooog 3 N 1l

4 6 17

All in the Famj-l)’.............

‘ -
The predominance of liking the three prime-time comedies

featuring Blacks is clearly established. This is, in fact,

consistent with/tﬁe smaller sample data we collected in 1975
in Richmond, california. Sports and soap operas, for men and
women’ respectively, are -also very popular, The battery of the
most generally popular detective/adventure shows do fairly

well in our listing.

0.
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Pcrhapé'tho only somewhat unexpected finding is the relatively
high popularity of the news programa. While there ia not S~
enough information in this question to generate a meaningful

' explanation of this, it seems clear that the desire for
whatever news programs do offer our respondents is ggg
unimpqrpfnt tq them, as mgaaured by program prefergnce at least.

When the programs mentioned were grouped by types, the following
distributions were obtained.

1. THREE MOST FAVORITE PROGRAMS - - .
' st 2nd 3rd

SITUATION COMEDY............44 0% 43.2% 39.4%
VARIETY/COMEDYOooooooooooooool 3 5.4 309 »
. CRIME/DETECTIVE..G....ooo0001507 1l 1l
" "\"NESTERNSOooooooooovoooooooooolo3
SOAPSooo00%9000000000000000010.4'
ADVENTURE . e e eeoeoccsccccecseeel2e8
GAME SHOWS.eeeoescoccccsccceelel
SPORTS...ooooooooooooooooooo07 5
EDUCATION......ooooooooooooooOyO\
T . NATURL.......c...............o 6
8 DRAMAoooooooooooootooooﬂoooool 9
_“ RELIGIONeceooeoceoccotcccseeeled
) \ ) NEWS/PUBLIC AFFAIRS:cceseceseB8.5
oo OTHER...cooooo..Q....,.......2.5

[ [ [ [ [ [ ] [ [ L4 L]
[ [ ] [ [ [ ] [ [ L] [
-~

HNYOOOAOAWAKWY

VWOWOWONNUILIO O
DIONHOPHN®K O
[ ]

" 1
"0 OO WNNDO ®

J There iq, of course, a great deal of similgrity between this
a table and the previous reports on gpecific shows, but this
| may offer a clearer look at the types of shows that had the
greatest appeal to our sample. As an aside we:qgﬁ\report"
that of the "most favqpite" shows counted, 42 percent of them -
were classifiable as "Black shows:" i.e., the comedies we

\ | - discussed earlier. ' ’ .
A Out of the 324 persons we iﬁterviewed in Wave 1, the numbers
-g. Of "Black shows" grouped in this way:
' 36.6% designated no "Black shows" among three favorites

' 33.4% one v " .

[ 18.6% n two " o " “ — "

11.4% “n three " 0 N [ 0

4 x )
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Tryin$~t§ codify the responses to the "why do you like

- . " hucutiona was difficult in that so many persons
were so uncertain or, at least, npot specific about their
reasons. The first distinction which wa made involved coding
sach roqg.’ae as "internal" (“"personal") or "external"

(community-oriented or otherwise general). On this set of
criteria, each of the three favorites was liked by between
_%’7;nd 19 percent of our sanple for “"personal" reasons (e.g.,
"J.J. is someone I can really dig.,.."). Most explanations
were very . general. -

The more fruitful of the codes for Jualifying the.reasons our
sample liked their self-designated "most favorite shows" was
that which focused on objective content parameters. The
dib%ribution on the "firast favorite" looked like this:

MAIN REFERENCE FOR LIKING F‘yORITE

I LIKE THE ACTORS, ACTING OR THE
"CHARACTERS IN PROGRAM...................24 9%
I LIKE THE STORY LINES, PLOT, '
SITUATION IN WHICH PROGRAM TAKES PLACE..59.1
I LIKE THE ISSUES T THE PROGRAM DEALS
wx‘m (e.g., POVERTY, UNEMPLOYMENT.......15.9
More than twice the numbera of respondents c1ted plot or
‘atory liqe related reasons for their liking of their favorite
show as mentioned the acting or the characters portrayed.
About one person out of six noted tpat their affectivé focus
was on the"issues dealt with on the show, 'The 1mplications
that this finding holds for producing television shows to
effect the kinds of social and other changes on which CRC is

focused are obviously very valuable.

- EX

{ o



THE POPULARITY OF VARIOUS TELEVISION PROGRAMS
The first wave of interviewing ibcluded an extensive set of .
-questions- that preaqnt;d the respondent a list of proﬂfam hdmes |
for each weekhay'a prime-time network offerings. If one identi-
fied a program as having been seen “durin§ this past season,"
there were two additional questions posed; first, an evaluation
(a five-space rating scale ranging from "very good" to "very:
bad") -and, second, a four-space frequencywafviewing scale
(ranging from Vﬁirf often" to "rarely").

. A nunber ®f tables have been generated from this set of viewing
data, but the most important single one seems to be that given

be l OoWe . . S . .

. : )
g o . TABLE 2

OVERALL POPULARITY OF TYPES OF PRIME-TIME WEEKDAY SHOWS

NET AVG. . AVG, RATING X
AUDIENCE FREQ. OF VIEWING °

BLACK SITUATION comDY. LR B BN B BN J 0-86%0 ® O O 00 0 00 oo o .‘. L N 13Ql86
OT}mR SITO COM. ae s ¢ 0 000 .L'O [ 2 B 2N J 46%. ¢ 00 00 0 0 oo ‘ Qe ¢ & s 0 S. 53
COP/DETECTIVE. G ¢ 000000000 0o LN .51%. LN O‘O L 2N J ‘ObO L N ] oo L 2N AN J .6. 38
OT}IER' ADVENTURE. e o 00 O‘O L I B J ; L R .52%.4 es 800000000000 05077
"HUMAN DRAMA" ® e 00 ¢ 0 0 o0 O‘ (A -. L N J 5'1-%5.. ® ® ¢ ¢ 0 00 000 000 oo 6. 37
VARIETY..OQ0.0000000000%‘O. 0043%000000000‘:00000003.73
‘ , ' GAME SHOWSO ® 00 ¢ 00 0 0O B OO OO OO O 047%, e o o O o e 0 0o .\O ® e 00 5. 01

As expected, the two Black situation comedies which fell into
the weekday prime-time listings were the,most highly agéh,
rated, and most frequently watched.

L 4

The other types of programing we included™are all, curiously
enough, grouped at the same general level of aud{g;gﬁ/size -
about 50 percent. We did not .inquire in this resedrch about
the mmotives Eiﬁind viewing any but the three favorite shows.

!\
\
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It is therefore difficult to opine as to why shows of seemingly
very different types (as far as producing gratifications. are

concerned) should produce such similar viewing patterns. 1In

- spite of whataver subssquent &ﬁalyééé“fiﬁa“ibéﬁf“the makeup of

the audiences of these types of shows, the absolute dudienpe

_sizre numbers cleafly suggest that our sample had polymorpﬁbua

program tastes... once it had proceeded beyorid the initjal filter
level of watching programing that related directly to Black

people.

1



' TABLE . B AUDIENCE SIZE ‘
.0 AVERAGE RATI1NGS
g . . FREQUENCY OF VIEWING SELECTED PROGRAMS
3 ; o ]
O ' 'J. O v‘.
ns. I ZH 27, = 2O
. w g§ . N2 L 6 . WE' Ng
MONDAY EVENING x o : TUESDAY EVENING - Xo XX WEDNISDAY EVENING Em XX
STAR TRER 3.27 2.33 CUANMEL 2 MOVIE 3,01 2,06 - 25,000 PYRAMID 2,91 2.15
(.64) ( (.49) ) (.48) 2 - ,
The FpI - 2.97 2.28 gonny VINTON 1,64 ),29 HOLLYWOOD SQUARES ‘___3_ iﬁ?
. 66) 8 1.7 SRR 5 ikt S
wRUTH O - 2.48 1.76 pricr 1s RiGHT 2.89 2.25 parril MOOSE on 2,19 1.34
CONSIQUINCLS - (.54) THE PRAJRIF °
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THURSDAY EVERING

YD—-CAM
! 50)
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(.36) U
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DO ADAMS scmm TEST

.39)
NAME THAT TUNE

.45
nmmm{ 1)1:‘\).'1'1-:3
.32)
SAUFORD AND SON
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.43)
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.53)
POLICE STORY
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o N TABLE C \
' ’ A TOP 30 WEEKDAY PROGRAMS ™
' _(NET AUDIENCE IN PERCENT OF TOTAL SAMPLE)

Ta

1. ' SANFORD & SON (.88)°

‘2. .. .GOOD.TIMES (.85) , ST
3.  STREETS OF S.F. (.78) S
4.  BARETTA (.69)
§.  ALL IN THE FAMILY (.67)

'6.  F.B.I. (.66)

7. STAR TREK (.64) \ .
8. ALL TOGETHER NOW (.64)
9, THE ROOKIES (.63)

10. WELCOME BACK KOTTER (.63)
11. BIONIC WOMAN (.61)

12.  STARSKY & HUTCH (.60)
13. 4 TONY ORLANDO (.59) ¢
14. POLICE STORY (.59) |

15. CHICO & THE MAN (.58) . \ \
16. CHANNEL'7 MOVIE (.58) '
17.  POLICE WOMAN (.58)
¥8. CANNON (.57)

19. MAUDE (.56)

20. CHANNEL 2 MOVIE (.56) o

21.  LET'S MAKE A DEAL (.55) .

22. BARNEY MILLER (.55)

23. HAWAII 5-0 (.55) o
24. TRUTH OR CONSEQUENCES (.54) -
7 ~ 25. RICH MAN, POOR MaN (.54f

26.  PRICE 15 RIGHT (.54)

27.  HAPPY DAYS (.54)

28.. ROCKFORD FILES (.53)

29. M.A.S.H. (.53)

30.. ON THE ROCKS {.52)

31, WALTONS (.52) |

w
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e f\quDLE D

RATING X FREQ. OF VIEWING SCORBS FOR TIIE WEEK (TOP 30)

xl’o -
MONDAY EVENING

/.

STAR TRFK 2

THE FBY . 6) 6,77

,TruTit ot 24) 4.36
CONS HQURHCES e

"HIGH ROLLFRS

CHANKEL 2 MOVIE 20)6.70

RHODA

Sttt EEitra—t——

Q¥ MIE ROCKS 31y 6,39

THYLLIS

P St an———

CHANNETL 7 MOVIE 16)8.39 )

R

GOOD HAVENS
JOI: FORRESTER .
ALL IN THE FAMILY 5)9, 9€

rich mrxN/roor Mn25)8.81 -

MAUDE '19) 7.98
CJIGSAV JOIN e
MEDICAL CENTER .
OT{IER SHOWS
) .
( )
( )
\ 4

SH1TCH :

. .
0

»

- -

TUESDAY EVENING .

CHANNEL 2 MOVIE
(___. )
BOHM)’ VINTON

SV ———— e ———

pricE 1S Rign 26) 6.50

LET'S MAhEE A nmr,21')"l.7l

¢ MOVIN' ON -~ - ;

P

27)6.80°

2) 13.94.

A smp———
L 4

HAPRY DAYS
GOOD 'I'IMES
POPI

LAVERUE AND SHIRLLY

v e

POLYICE WOMAN. 17) 6,39
M*AR S 29),_5’__'__‘- d
THE ROCHKIES 9) 7.7

ONE DAY AT A TIMD

CITY OF ANGELS

o

OTHER SHOWS

( )
- )
( )
)
Y
-

L

WEDNESDAY EVENTNG

25,000 PYRAMID "

HOLLYWDOD SQUARES

LITTLE HOUSE. ou
THEC PRAIRIE

- o msru——e

TONY OKLARDO 13)
AND DAWN

BARLETTA

WORLD AT WAR

St oma——

4)3.0.9~

6.20

"R BIONIC WOMAN 11)6 60

P

m———

© CANNOX 18) 7.10_

ch1co AnD THE Max 15) 5.94
L
THE DUMPLINGS
PETROCELLI o
STARSKY ARND HUTC!a_z)_L S
BLUF KNIGHT
L]

OTHER SHOWS
C | )
(- )
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NEWS AND PUBLIC AFFAIRS VIEWING

It has been noted that about ohe person in seven of our sample .
cited "the news" as one of their three favorite television
programs: this ranked among the top six program types in these
terms. Another way we tried” to assess how news and public
affairs/documentary programing\has Béing used by these responh-
denta\waslafﬁply'td inquire as to the frequency of their viewing
a\vériety of - such shows. The results showed local news to lead {
the four types included.

10. NATIONAL NEWS BROADCAST

vERY OFTEN. e 00 .25.4% SOmTIms. ® e ¢ 00 .27. 2%
OFTEN...........2401% RARELY..........14.2%
. ' NEVER............9.%"
1l. CURRENY EVENTS SHOWS

_ VERY OFTEN:..o..15.8% SOMETIMES . e 0000 36.3%
'f*\ . OFTENooo;oooooool403% RARELYooooooooool7o4%
) NEVER‘.........OIG.I%

3

. 12. LOCAL.NEWS BROADCASTS

. : VERYlOFTENoooooo33ol% ”SOMETIME800000002305%
OFTENooooq0000302603% RARELY......\;...B)4%
NEVER.......;....807%

13. INTERVIEW SHOWS '

?
\ VERY 0FTEN.00..05800% SOMETIMES...‘()¥29{6%
OFTEN000000000000803%‘ RARELY..Q.......28'4% '
- 5 NEVER..........;ZS.e%

About 60 percent said they viewed local news "often" or ‘"very
often:" only 17 percent fell on the other, infrequent-usage
end of the spectrum. A few less viewed national news with some
frequency,'accordidskto what they reported. About half the
aampie fell into thi% high end, while about a quarter viewéd
either "rarely" or "never." e

a .
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When the general label "current events” shows was used (alpng
with the "S8ixty Minutes" oximple); we found that less than one
third said they watched “often" or “very often," while even a
few more were infrequent viewers, and the remaining third were
“sometimes" audience members. '

The focus of the quebtion on "interview shows" showed them to

‘be the leagt frequently v@ewed in this group: three times as

many viewed only infrequently or not at all, contrasted to the

number which were frequent viewers, )

Overall, these.questions lead us to conclude that -the large

majority does tune in news (if not public affairs shows) at

least once in a while, and that reguiar. frequent viewing

is apparently the rule for substantial numbers - about 60 percent

in thezcase of local news. The pattern here fits what we have

surmised from other areas of this investigation. That is, the

interest and participation in more local events and news covérage

is greater than is the case for less immediately relevant mattexrs.

The specifics on stations named in question 67 1ndicated that

there may be aomethiﬁb more than what. immediately becomes

apparent here aa*o a set of reasons for selecting news sources.
67. WHICH CHANNEL DO YOU WATCH MOST OFTEN FOR LOCAL

_EVENING NEWS? | .

'NO SPECIAL ONE or ALL OF THEM.............b 9%
- - % KTVU Channel 2 (an Oakland indepgndent)...3.3
I{J‘LHON Chmnel4 (NBC).ooboooooooooooooooooo7O
‘ l KPIx Channel 5 (CBS)..................... 76 .
KGO channel7 (ABC)...................... 54
KQED Channelg (pBS)......................25
OTHERS....................................25

when -‘we asked about reasdns for viewing ‘local news, we got
the responses tabulated below.



. | . 68. COULD YOU TELL US_WHY YOU ESPECIALLY WATCH THE .
NEWS ON THAT CHANNEL?

A GENERAL RESPONSE OR “NO SPECIAL REASON" .o.23 1%
COMMENTS ABOUT THE BREADTH OF COVERAGE
(e.g., YTHEY COVER ALL THE NEWS" )eceecsseesll.8
COMMENTS ABOUT' NEWS TEAM PERSONNEL
(BUT NOT BLACKS)...oooooooooooooooooo00000008 6
COMMENTS ABOUT BLACKS ON THE NEWS TEAM...i...10.9
OTHER REASONS...Q...*ooooqooooooooooouo’oooeoz.’ 6 .

e ﬂ&vinqmqnticipated.the general phenomenon of our sample's
preferihq content and context which were familiar to them, the
low ifhcidence of selecting a race-related reason for news

. viewlnq preference.was surprising. Theré is a further aspect
. of thia“point, however. That is, the rank order of the stations
" relates closely to the Black representation figurea on the local
news teams. KPIX has three Black reporters, KRON has—two, and
the other two commercial stations one-.each. There are, on, the
format and contextual levels, no apparent differences between '
these news programs. The times they are aired do: differ. but
only slightly. We have to infer that, -even though it went A
unexpresaed by most of our sample, the race of the news persons q_h

"

does play some part,in the selection procesg.
_ 5 on PEee




‘program at some time (99.4%) and most of these’ offered.at least’

N

VIEWING BLACK TV PROGRAMING
-,
Our own pre-test data from 1975 substantiated- most of the
output of A.C. Neilsen's televisign audience survey unit in
pointing out that.such\"plack" shows (that feature Blacks in
leading roles, but are typically neithexr created nor produced

. by Blacks) as are on the aix are guite popular among Blaak

audiences., It was with this point in mind that we undertook,

on the first wave of interviewing, to assess why our sample

felt as we expected theéy would about these shows. We also
expanded a bit beyond the prime-time comedy shows that seem to
draw the lafgeet numbers of viewers to aek about news and

public affiars offerings as well. THe questioning on this
subject appeared-at the beginning of the first wave of the survey
for a_specific reason: that waB, we had found that open-ended
questions about positive issues (as these were for most persons)

tended to put respondents at ease. . | )

“Sagford and Son" was the first show about which we asked spe-
cific questions. The respondents had almost all watched this

some positive evaluation of what they had seen (92« 3% described
"special good points” about the progfam) We had tried, ih the

1975 pre-tests of scales and question. formats to devise codes
to apply to the expected positive affect that our eventual
’respondents weuldfhave towards these shows featuring Blacks.

They boiled down to a two dimensional system. The first code
relating to why respo nte liked these shows was a dichotomous
“internal vs. extern orientation. The comments were coded

"as to either belng in xrpference to the rehpondent ) personal

-‘relationship to the show, the plot, the actors, the Characterg, - R

£ -
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etc., or were along the lines of, seeing the program content

as relating to'tho Black community at largeé. Examples Qf these
1nclgdez‘“Ered reminds me of my own father in hia'gruffnesa...”
and "I feel thadt _any show that deals with Blacks is good for
the cdmmunity as a wiBle..." On this variable we found "Sanford

and Son" to be overwhelmingly "external" in thn perception of L
our respondents (95. 9%)

'

The second dimension on whid¢h we sought to code perceptions of

the shows featuring Blacks was a trichotomy: either an expression

of positive affect towards the actors or the characters, or

) towprds the story line, plot, or situation in which the program

takes place, or finally, towards the issues that the program
deals with (e.g., poverty, unemployment). |

Since pre-testing had revealed that these generally liked shows

featdring Blacks were not, by any-ﬁeans. universally liked or
unilaterally admired, we felt.- it would be instructional ‘to try

to assess what "bad points"‘%ur respondents perceived in these ___.
comedies. The code schema was the same as e one intended ta

measure positive aspects of the peoé%ams.

3

The results  of the positive coding for the "Sanford and Son"
show appear below: .

15. Wﬂl& WOULD YOU SAY ARE THE SPECIAL GOOD POINTS OF
SANFORD AND SON?

APPEAL OF PROGRAM PERSONAL, INTERNAIL
AFFECT LEVEL.......0.......................4 l%
APPEAL QF PROGRAM NON~PERSONAL, EXTERNAL
" (EMPHASIS ON BLACK COMMUNITY).............95 9%

REFERENCE OF GOOD POINTS'

I LIKE THE ACTORS, ACTING OR THE
c}chERSIN PROGRAM......'.............%.42.1%
. I LIKE THE STORY LINES, PLOT, SITUATION , |
' IN WHICH PROGRAM TAKES pLAcn.........&@E..47.m%j
I LIKE THE ISSUES THAT THE PROGRAM
DEALS WITH (e g.. POVERTY, UNEMPLOYMENT)..lO 5%

A2



It is interesting to note that about equal numbers of our
‘sample made reference to the characters or the cast when citing
positive points about this program as made mention of the
\\\\fory line.
Only about o in ten persons referred to the issues dealt
with in the program as beina a primary positive focal point.

When the .megative side of the statements about "Sanford and
Son" are examined, we find: N ' "

16. ARE THERE BAD POINTS TO SANFORD AND SON? _ |
YES.eteoooesoee sd6.0% NO.geveeeeceeeses 54.0%
INTERNAL el oo 000 e6.8% EXTERMAL . e's e o0 0o o0+93.2%

REFERENCE OF BAD POINTS

- I DON'T LIKE THE ACTORS, ACTING OR THE
' CI{ARACTERS INT}IEPROGRAM..................27 1%
- I DON'T LIKE THE STORYLINE, PLOT, SITUATION
IN WI{ICH PROGRAM TAKES PI‘ACE........‘......SG.S%
I DON'T LIKE THE ISSUES THAT THE PROGRAM
DEALS WITH (e.g., POVERTY, UNEMPLOYMENT)...l16.5%

pomparing the positive and negative remarks made about this
popular show.‘we are struck by these general conclusions:
First, there are many more positive comments than negative.

' Second. the cast and/or the characters in the show are much:
better liked than they are disliked. The balance swings in the
opposite‘direction when the story line is the focus' that is.
more than half of the few who do have negative statements to
make about this show frame these statements:in the context
of .some shortcoming in theészﬁ

" comments referred to this aspect of the show. (A ical
qgaponse on the negative side here was "If they e going to
show a Black family, why does he have to be a junkman?") .In
that this program is apparently nat peréeived as being v{ssue
oriented;" only small differences.showed up here dbet n the
proportions making negative and positive remarks. | |

Fa

ory line; even fewer of the positi;e



*Good Times" was the second televiaion program about which

we made specific inquiry. Our pre-tests had indicated that
this family dramatic cqmody'was likely to appeal to a broader
audiencoibn,even a more positive set of attributes than the
almost purely comical "Sanford and Son." The results shown
below tend to support this expectation.

17. HOW ABOUT "GOOD TIMES," HAVE YOU EVER SEEN IT?

YES.............97.S% NO........‘............2.5%
18, WHAT DO YOU CQNSIDER TO BE THE GOOD POINTS OF -
THIS SHOW? R
GOOD POINTS REPORTED . | ,
YES........‘.....94.3% .lNo...................5.7%

INTERNAL (PERSONAL)eececsoscossessbe?%
EXTERNAL (NONPERSONAL)OOOOOOOOOO0’930 3% '

REFERENCE OF GOOD POINTS

I LIKE THE ACTORS, ACTING OR THE CHARACTERS .

IN PROGRAM...I..........Q.....-...............31.9%
I LIKE THE STORY LINES, PLOT, SITUATION IN

wIiICH PROGRAM Tms PI‘ACEO.................45.9%

I LIKE THE ISSUES THAT THE PROGRAM DEALS
WITH (e. g.. POVERTY, UNEMPLOYMENT..........ZZ 2%

19. WHAT DO YOU CONSIDER TO BE THE BAD POINTS OF "GOOD ~
" TPIMES"? J

BAD POINTS REPORTED | :
YES........O....46.5% NO........O........53.5%

" INTERNAL (PERSONAL)seecssccssccsss2el
: EXTERNAL (NONPERSONAL) e 0000000 00 .“97’0 8%

REFERENCE OF BAD POINTS

I DON'T LIKE THE ACTORS, ACTING OR THE
CHARACTERS IN PROGRAM.0.00.00.0..OOOOO0000028 8%

' I'DON"T LIKE-THE STORY LINES, PLOT, SITUATION
IN WI‘IICH pROGRAM TAKES PLACEOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOSG 8%

I DON'T LIKE THE ISSUES THAT THE PROGRAM -
DEALS WITH (e.g., POVERTY, UNEMPLOYMENT)...14 4%

Again, almost all our respondents had viewed this show:
similariy.falmost all offered positive comments and the great

.
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{ ' majority of these were of the "external," community»felated.type.

L ]

- in question came in the coding of the reasons for liking
them. While the numbers who cited their liking for the plot
or story line were about the same here as' on *Sanford and Son,"
there was a marked shift away from stating a liking for the
characters or actors in "éood Times., " Seeminq;y. these persons
shifted towards a doubling for'th.ér liking of the issues taken |
up in the show. We can only guess the extent that this latter =
point’ represents a leaning towards more serious than comical
treatment of the Black community 8 basic problems. The taped
protocols did show this to be an impoyxtant point of explanation.
But the‘h was also the frequently mentioned presence of the full - |
 family - parents and young children.. The respondents not
- infrequently suggested that many of TV's Black families were
too stereotypically fatherless to suit them,

{yhlggmportant differences betwedn the responses to the two
s

q

: : ;
,On the est of “the parameters of liking and disliking, "Good '

Times" showed very similarly to “Sanford and Son."

»

As éﬁe two shoms ebove have in common a basic working cIess
milieu for the story line, the third show we examined, "The
Jeffersons" deals with an upper-middle class Black family,
,residents of an otherwise almost all-white environment. fthe
outstanding comic theme is the male protagonist's flaunting of
his economic success and trying to force on any and all the
concomitant<social success he feels he deserves. It was
expected that because this upper-middle class setting would be
foreign to most of our respondents, they would react -accordingly
andfwith some negativism towards this program.

20. HAVE YOU.EVER SEEN "THE JEFFERSONS"? , ' \
ms.............gz.s% No...“.........‘ ....71.5%

-
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21, WHAT DO YOU THINK ARE THE MAIN GOOD POINTS? ‘
| ;ﬂxmo POINTS REPORTED - ’
,~.’ “m.............92 % . No...............f.“?.u |

INTERNAL (PERSONAL)...0.0........B m
EXTERNAL (NONPERSONAL)..ceecesss91.3%

REFERENCE OF GOOD. POINTS

I LIKE THE ACTORS, ACTING OR THE CHARACTERS
IN pROGRAMoooooooooooooooooooooooooooooioooz"’ol%

"1 LIKE THE STORY LINES, PLOT, SITUATION IN
= WI'!ICI‘I pROGRAM TAKES PLACE..................SZ 5%
I LIKE THE ISBUES THAT THE PROGRAM DEALS T
f WITH (e.g., POVERTY, UNEMPLOYMENT)..ecoe00.20.4%
22. HOW ABOUT ITS MAIN BAD POINTS?
BAD POINTS REPORTED . . .,
YESOOO0.000.00..5104% Nd..'.000000000000004806%
INTEMAL (pERSONAL)O..OO0000000008 3%
EXTERNAL (NONPERSONAL)..........91 7%
REFERENCE OF BAD POINTS

I DON'T LIKE THE ACTORS, ACTING OR THE
CHARACTERS IN pROGRAM0.0.ﬂ’..............00043.1%
I DON'T LIKE THE STORY LINES, PLOT, SITUATION
R IN w}{Ic}i pROGRAM TA](ES meE.OO.....0.000.04308%
f DON'T LIKE THE ISSUES THAT THE PROGRAM
DEALS WITH (e.g., POVERTY,. UNEMPLOYMENT)...13.1%
A few less of our aample had viewed thia show and a few less
offered Qositive comments about it than for the other two
shows. There was also a very slightly increased use of non-
community related comments herew . The smallest numbers on any
of the three shows of respondents used the "I like the actors...'
reason for their positive mention of "The Jeffersons. But
even here the issues orientation was relatively high. It i° not
unllkely that the reference was to the constant Jefferaops
theme of individual and group racism, even applied to a family

which has "made it" economically. . -

On dnly this show of the three was there a majority of fespondentp
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who volunteered bad points about the program, but there was only
a small plurality.. Of those who did make negative comﬁonta,
however, the reasoning was substantially different in this show
than on the others. A large surge in "not 1ikinq.the characters
or the actors" was noted. Unfortunately, our system of coding.
did not discriminate between the two possibhilities here, although"
we suspect that disliking the boorish "George Jefferson's would
-probably contaminate any ratings that we might have tried to
make\of/ﬁpo actor, Sherman Hemsley.

" Aside from the differences we have noted between the three

shows, there is a single overriding commonality to be seen.

That is, pretty much regardless of thexempathy‘thg viewer has

for the shows or the characters (they are all apparently perceived,

» .~ to deal equally well with what are the same basic issues),

there is’a "levelling" effect that works on all three. The
respondents wc talkcd to almost all shared the attitude that
whatever the details involved, as long as the show dealt with »
song asﬁect of the Black experience, it was to be viewed, on

~ balance, as beihq positive. - |

While we received not a few comments about the excessive stereotypy
| and/o¥ insensitivity of these shows, ‘thie unequivocally negative
comment was indeed rare. In another section of this paﬁer;

we will discuss the other side of this matters that.is, what -
kinds of Rrograminq\thése respondents would<pre{er“oﬁﬁhvb on
television if given their choice.

o»
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, VIEWING BLACK NEWS/PUBLIC AFFAIRS: PREFACE
One of the primary'thrust.,gf-tﬁ;- entire research project
was to ascertain how reliant Black people are on television for
obtaining news that is espocia11¥ relevant to their lives and *
their general cultural environment. Much of the literature
that bears on this question ia consistent with the premise
that an oral tradition is at the heart of how the community
works. It has been suggested that this is related to African
lifo-stylo patterns that still aurvive in contemporary

erican Black culture.

Our own thinking leads us to intuit that the way television
may be used by Black people today could be functgdnally defined
as just a sometimes, somehow mediated, form of fﬁzé to face
oral communication. This is a hi&hly speculative suggestion,
but worth considering as the data from these interviews in San
Francisco are examined. '
\ _ g

One very broad swipe at answering the question is provided by
looking at the results of three pertinent eleméhts of the
first wave interview. | |

45, WE WOULD LIKE TO KNOW HOW MUCH YOU RELY OGN TELEVISION

* AS YOUR SOURCE OF(INFORMATION ABOUT BLACKS AND THE
BLACK COMMUNITY. “WOULD YOU SAY YOU RELY....

VERY WCH.......13.% NOT TOO MUC{{..........32 9%
PRETTY MUCH.:...14.0% NOT AT ALL............14 6%
SOMEWAT........ZSOS% "L
There is a clear negative skewness to ‘the distribution of
responses here, In one respect. that would seem to reflect

poorly on not only what televiaion is doing. but inferentially

on what it gould do for intra-community ihformation transmission.

!
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On the other hand, given the bbjective roa;Aty d& “how extremely
limited television is for the n}ack San rranciaoan*interested

in his own community, it is lurprining that as many spondents '
‘a8 dla 8o, expressed some reliance on this medium. | ‘

If the data on reliance on'newapapers for Black community news
are examined alongside the TV resulta: we find the two tg¢ be
very close. This is most unexpected since there are at least
two major wdekly newspapers widely circulated in the congununity
(The Sun Reporter and Muhammud Speaks or The Bilalian News). »

46. HOW ABOUT NEWSPAPERS? WOULD YOU SAY..
VERY WCH.OO\0.0'. 10. l% NOT TOO MUCH000000000030.09%
PRETTY MlJCH.....ll.% NOT AT ALL............I7O4%
.smmT000000.o30.6% )
Either one of twp tentative statements about the above seem
warranted, First, these two major mass media may be only
minimally used to obtain information about the Black community.

This- would, of course,:fit our expectations.

The aeccnd possibility is that the newspapér resuits here are
artifactually lowered because the question may have been = -«
miainterpreted to mean *daily newspapers:" this makes logical o
sense, especially when the question follows one about another
‘daily medium, i.e., television. ’ ' A
Even if this latter point has some credibility, the responses to
‘the even broader open-ended question tabulated below underscore
the apparently minor role that mass media play in this Black
community's internal news transmission system.

47. WE WOULD LIKE TO KNOW WHAT IS YOUR MAIN SOURCE OF

INFORMATION ABOUT BLACKS.AND THE BLACK COMMUNITY?

TELEVISION......lz 6% FRIENDS,...O..........24 2%
RADIO...O....O..OG 5% RELATIVES............O.J-%
NEWSPAPERooooooozl 3% OTHER.................29 7%
MAGAZINESQ.......4 5% '

419 : - \
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! \ Taken in combination, all the mass media are éeaignated by only
45 percent of the sample as their main news/information source
about the community. Of the remainder, a few more persons
named 1nterperlona1 sources outside rather than inside their

own immediate social environment.
l 4

| None of thqs'e questions sought to address directly the ultimate
point here: how gould television, with all its oral, quasi-
personal ubiquitousneds, be made to perform better as a source
of information for Black people in the community? This will be
discussed at length later in this paper.
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VIEWING ‘BLACK NEWS/PUBLIC AFFAIRS PROGRAMING.

In the San Francisco area in 1976 there were precious few
television programs created by Blacks and aimed at Blatk ‘

- audiences. There is, of course, the occasional,. natiOnAIIy

originated special like the heralded "Autobiography of Miss
Jane Pittman" which may ﬂgve great dramatic impact. Their
infrequency, however, underacores the callous way the industry
seems to ignore its minority audiences. To try to measure our
sample's reactions to that programing which dopes appear xegu-
larly on local television, we asﬁed-sevepgl questions on each
the first and third wave of interviewing. The major focus

was on news and "public affairs" shows. )

The CBS owned station in San Franciaco has, during most of- the
past year, prgduced and aired a show called “All Together Now "
}t is nominally designed to cover the whole of’ the city 8 many
cultural dimensions, but prdbably focuses more on the Black
community«than on others. The main mover and on-air person
involved with this production is Belva pavis,. a veteran news-
person on the station. When we asked our respohdénts_whether

" they viewed Davis' show, the results came out as below:

23, NOW, THERE ARE A FEW SHOWS ON TELEVISION WHICH DEAL
WITH NEWS ABOUT WHAT'S HAPPENING IN THE BLACK COM-
MUNITY. "ALL TOGETHER NOW," HOSTED BY BELVA DAVIS -
ON CHANNEL 5 FRIDAY EVENINGS IS ONE OF THESE. WE ,
WOULD LIKE TO KNOW WHETHER YOU HAVE EVER SEEN THIS SHOW.

YES............."B 6% NO..............2104%‘

A 24. WOULD YOU SAY YOU WATCH THIS snow...

« VERY OFTEN......10.2% RARELY..........].B 5%
OFTEN. ® 0 0 0 00 0 000 13 3% NEVER. o0 00 b 00 ‘ L 2R ] 21 9%
SOMETIMES. ® 0 00 00 36 1% ~
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25. HOW WOULD YOU RATE "ALL TOGETHER NOW," HOSTED BY
BELVA DAVIS... WOULD YOU SAY IT ISeee

VERY D.......SB.O* . BADQOQQQQQQO‘QQQO.B% L v
GOODooooooo'ooooo,43o_l% VERY BAD........l.z" )
JUST ALL RIGHT..16.9% -

" Some four oyt of five persons ‘in the pample had viewed Belva

Davis' show, and of this number about 80 percent rated the show
generally ams being “good" or "ver} good." While this is a | -
creditable position, it is tempered significantly by the finding
that out—of these who had seen the show, more than twice as -
many said they view it only fsometimee" or "rarely" as said ‘
that they watch "often” or "very often.”
The public television "Black Perspective on the News" was *
another show abéut which we asked the same series of questions.

' 26, HAVE YOU EVER SEEN THE SHOW CALLED "BLACK PERSPECTIVE

‘ON THE NEWS" THAT COMES ON CHANNEL 9, LATE SUNDAY NIGHTS?
"YESceeoiovsssessd3.8% NOeeeoosooosooseed6.2%

27. HOW OFTEN DO YOU WATCH THIS SHOW?

VERY 0FTEN.QAO.‘..4.6% _RARELY00000000001303%
OFTEN.......-....S.G% NEVER.....O‘..O..SG.%
SOMETIMES .+ e es ++20.4% ” '

28. HOW WOULD YOU SAY THIS SHOW IS...

VERY GOOD....Q .32.1% QADQ..Q..Q...QQ..OQ7%
GOOD.Q..Q.... 004,6.4% VERY. BAD.Q....Q.QO.IO%
JUST ALL RIGMUT..20.7%

~In this case, only about 44 percent of the sample had ever

viewed the program. Again, however, the ratings by those who

had viewed were quite high: some 46 percegnt called it "good"

and 32 percent "very good."  Only a single person rated this

show negatively. However, the same kind of caveat as applied
‘above to these good marks comes into-play here. That is, fre-
quency of viewing "Black Perspectives" was. low; more than ‘three
times as_many respondents'viewed "sometimes" or "rarely" as -

 viewed "often": or “"very often."

Ky



‘these "other" KQED shows about Blacks: anpther quarter are .

)
14

Another PTV offering, “Black Journal," was the third specific
program presented \:o our respondents in the way described above.
Here we found the lowest frequency of viewing of all three
programs,

29. "BLACK JOURNAL" IS ANOTHER CHANNEL 9 SHOW, HAVf YOU

EVER SEEN THIS PROGRAM?
Y'ESOOOOOOOOOOOO‘O32 7% N00.00000.000.0.6703%

30. HOW OFTEN PO YOU GET TO WATCH "BLACK JOURNAL"?

. WOULD YOU SAY... *

y ~ VERY OFTEN: o0 v see3.2% RARELY.. ®...00.11.7%
! 0FTEN0000000000004 ¢% NEVER..........«GS 6% .
SOMETIMES.......lS 1%

e } 31, HOW WOULD YOU RATE THIS SHOW? WOULD YOU SAY IT 1S...

/‘ VERY GOOD.......31 5% BAD..............OW

GOOD............35 5% VERY BAD...Q.....Q 7%
JUST ALL RIGHT..23.4%

| Only about .one third of the respondents said they had viewed

"Black Journa&‘ We again found the same pattern on the two
evaluative questions about this program. while ratings of the
program were high, the frequency of watching it was very low. )

Even though they are only infregquently aimed. KQED, the public
station in the city, does offer other Black community-oriented
programing from time to time. It was to cover these shows and
to focus on the general level that we.asked ‘the non-specific
question tabulated below: -
32. ASIDE FROM THE SHOWS WE MENTIONED A MINUTE AGO,
THERE ARE OTHER PROGRAMS ,THAT CHANNEL 9 PUTS ON THAT

RELATE TO THE BLACK COMMUNITY. HOW OFTEN WOULD YOU
SAY YOU SEE THESE OTHER PROGRAMS?

VERY OFTENO LK 0 e 00 2 8% RARELYO o 000 800 00 30 5%
OPTENOOOOOOOOOOOOG 9% NEVEROOOOOOOOOOO34O%
SOMETIMES.......ZS 9%

Fewer than ten percent of the sample avows "often" watching

~
2
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“sometimes” viewers, and the remaining majority virtually

never tune in. (This latter finding is mitigated somewhat when
the figures for general non-attendance to this station are
examined. A share of the "never watch" contingent above may

Somrs %

© well be persons whose receivers do not get a good picture from

this atation'n broadcaats )

Even despite the low incidenceé of viewiné Black fare on PTV ,
‘or "All Together Now" by this sample, and their stated desire

for more Black-related programing. we felt that a question —
about kinds of programing desired would be fruitful. The table
below shows that desires are well distributed, but apparently .
ceriter on what might be labelled "high information." '

)

33. OVERALL, WHAT OTHER KINDS OF TV PROGRAMS DO YOU
THINK SHOULD BE AIRED THAT WOULD APPEAL TO THE
BLACK COMMUNITY HERE IN THE BAY AREA? &

CULTURAL SHOWS...ecoecococosnsess2l 7%

NEWS AND PUBLIC AFFAIRS.cceceasee4.7%.
DRAMA.....o......o.......o....o..150% -,
EDUCATION (INCL. CHILDREN)..eeeee22.1%
mRO.'..O.OOOOO..OO00000‘00000001605%

REALITY vs. FANTASY ORIENTATION _
FICTION. ¢« cocoeee24.4% NON-FICTION.....75.6% \‘ .

One interesting datum here 1s the low ranking that "drama' gets

on the code schghe we developed from what were open-ende&
questions in the interview. The fact that just less than -half’ =
the sample expressed the desire for news/public affairs or
educational programs is what led us to conclude that "hard §/ _
information" is what is being asked for by our respondents. . .

¥ -
- . € .

One additional view of the programing desired by our respon-

dents was provided by our recoding the data from the prev1ous

table into a dichotomy we chose to call "reality vs. fa aptasy . .
orientation," or "fiction vs. non-fiction." The res s here ‘
showed how the "hard information"-seeking dominates hat this

™
€.
1 ]



sample said it wants from televioion's offerings to the Black
community. . ' |

On Wave 3 a more general gquestion was nsked about television
programing desired; there was no reference made here to the

" Black community as a taréet audience. It is interesting to

~ compare what came from this approach with the preceding.

. . GENERAL PROGRAMING DESIRED

-~ ' . BLACK SHOWS EXCLUSIVELY.seseeecesccsssess26.0%
) -0 SHOW TYPES WITHOUT MENTION OF RACE..eees+57.9%

COMBINATION OF THE ABOVE:ecsooovoctooQugees16.2%

While~tnere might seem to be contradictory impiications to this
predominance of mentioning shows Wthh are not specifically
| Black-related, we feel that this is not actually the case.
”‘!# Subsequent.analysis of the relationships between media behavior
* 7 and attitudes and the complex of alienation variables we measured
%hé Qill,bear on this. For the moment, though, just presenting the
‘ table below may be worthwhile.
95, THERE ARE SEVERAL BLACK PROGRAMS ON TELEVISION NOW.

WOULD YOU LIKE TO SEE A LOT MORE BLACK PROGRAMS,
A FEW MORE, OR ARE YOU SATISFIED THE WAY IT IS NOW? .

AIJOTooooooooooo7203% SATISFIED..Q....G.OON,
A FEW MORE«oeee0se2).7%
Almost threee quarte' of the sample said they wanted "a lot.
mone" Black programs on television than existed at the time of
the research, and all but a few of the remainder said they

[N

wanted "a few more."

Beyond the observation that the context of these sever#l questions

pr:obably affected soméwhat the intensity of the response, we

are led to this tentative generalization: Our sample of adults

in San Francisco wants more Black programing, e Specially. '
L information about their own community and culture, and even

more and better pure entertainment programing. There are few

»~




in the sample who wanted anyth&gg approaching an exclusive diet
of Black, fare on television (just as there were few who expressed
the desire to live in an exclusively Black neighborhood; see

wave 1, Q101), . M .
-~ B
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GENERAL REASONS FOR WATCHING BLACK SHOWS ON TV

N

In keeping with the multi-measure strategy uaed throughout

this research, we tried a general approach to aaseasing reasons
for watching shows that featured Blacks. The reasons built
into this closed ended question were derived from earlier work

we had done in this area.

35, HERE ARE SOME GENERAL REASONS OTHER PEOPLE HAVE GIVEN
FOR WATCHING BLACK-ORIENTED PROGRAMS. WE WOULD LIKE

TO OW WHETHER EACH OF THESE STATEMENTS APPLIES TO
U A LOT, A LITTLE, OR NOT AT ALL.

A.
B.
C.
D.
E.

F.

k. . I.

YOU WATCH A LOT A LITTLE NOT AT ALL

THESE SHOWS...

JUqNO REL ..........25 8%000!0037 3%00000037 0%
TO GENG LAUGH000034 9%......39 9/000.00025 2%
TO GET INFORMATION .

ABOIIT w}lAT S HAPPENING 47 5%000...25 5%000.0027Q0%
BECAUSE YOU CAN RELATE

TO THE CHARACTERS IN

"THE SHOW...............44 4%00000033 9%0..00021 7%
TO SEE HOW SOME OTHER

PEOPLE SOLVE THEIR

Ewy pROBLEMSoooooo3l 1%00000029 2%0000..39 8%
BECAUSE THEY SHOW HOW

THINGS AKE IN REAL

LIFEooooooo00000000.00032 4/60..00038 9%000..028 7%
JUST TO SEE FOLKS THAT

LOOK LI}(E YOURSELF.00002405%0000002101%0000005403%
BECAUSE SOMEONE ELSE .

IN THE FAMILY INSISTS

ON WATCHINGOOOOO000000‘01102%0000002303?30000006505%‘
JUST TO PASS THE TIME.:17.1%cce00ee28:3%ccceee54.7%

The' major finding here is that we have another demopitration of
the importance to our sémple of the generic variable we have
labelled "telling it like it is" or "realism." The highest
loadings of agreement with these statements about reasons for
watching Black showa in general include three such: i.g..'
"relating to the characters...," "showing things as they are in

A

»
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real life,” and "to get infofmation about what's happening..."
What appears to be pure and simple humor-seeking (albeit with
race-xelated overtonea) is also very atrong among these vicwing
reasons.
The viewing reibgga which our sample rejected as relating to
their own Black
could call the "passiwe" group. Neither "just passing the
timee .. " acquiéséidg to another family member's desire to
watch a particular program, nor "just relaxing..." were important
to this sef of reapondenté in this context. |

. ’ N
The results of question G. ("to see folks that look like your—
self") may indicate an expression of the negatlve social o
desirabllity of the questlon. On the other hand, we feel that

show viewing rationales were all’'in what we"

.a more thorough interpretation here is that while seeing Blacks

on television is a necessary condition for being esatisfied with
the medium, it is not, in itself, a.sufficiént state of affairs,
Over and over, the audio-taped protocols contained commenté
that amounted to "...well, watching Fred Sanford is béttqr than
not getting to watch any Black folks at all on TV.Z: but they

.
" . - -

ought to have more good programs on about “8'Q§ G R

S



' ATTITUDES TDWARDS . - ' :

TELEVISION'S TREATMENT OF BLACKS
The question of our respondents'’ attitudes about the daily
ewapapero in San Francisco was answered fairly unequivocally. '
Given the time and atteéntion that the sample paid to newspapers,
we did not seek to ask their separate evaluations of the news
and feature components of the papers. - The‘ﬁiatinction is”often
a difficult one to make, even for students of journaliam.' In

television, however, it seemed to us that the time and space

definitions were'ﬂﬁch clearer as to what is news and what' is

‘eptérteinment The questions we devised (again derivations from

&

Schumann and Hachett,‘1974) to evaluate how our sample felt
about television were thus separated into two groupings. The
entertainment group focusedyespecially on the growing numbers
of entertainment programs ‘which feature ‘Black performers.

‘The initial cut at thefquestion of trust in televieion was on
. the general evaluative level as tabulated below:

~-

85. DO YOU FEEL THAT YOU CAN TRUST QUITE A BIT OF WHAT YOU
SEE_ON-TELEVISION OR CAN YOU JUST TRUST A LITILE BIT
OF IT, OR NONE OF IT AT ALL? | \

QUITE A BITeeeeaes15.0% NONE AT ALL.........10.9%
A LITTLE BIT....:.74.1% ‘
About three-quarters of the eemple expressed the thought that
they could only trust "a:little bit" of what they saw on TV.
As contrasted to the parallel newspaper question, we fihd that.
a few more peraons fall into the high trust dategotry, but the

" ultimate differences between the two media on this non-specific

trust question Qre inconsequential.

-

While the next question was not strictly apeaking an eveluative
one, we intended that it be closely related to this complex.

09
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The focus of the question wd;rthe several Blnck-related aituatioh

comediea vhich have appeared on primo-time.network TV for the
lapt twd seasons. As had ‘been the case in the newspaper question,

" we built in a time compariscn to this question: that is, the

reuponaea‘phohld represent nog an absolute judgment about the
present situation but rather a statement about the adequacy of
the "recent" progress made by the television industry in this

area. : L

-

86. A NUMBER.OF ERTS ARE SAYING NOW THAT TELEVISION OVER..I R
THE PAST FEW |YEARS IS.DOING A MUCH BETTER JOB OF

S FAIRLY IN ENTERTAINMENT PROGRAMS.

OTHER .PEOPLE SAY THAT THERE HAS NOT BEEN MUCH REAL CHANGE

FOR ‘THE BETTER. WHICH DO YOU THINK IS SO? .

MUCH BETTER JOB...38.0% DON'T KNOW. . eeeeoessD.0%
NOT MUCH CHANGE...53.0% '~

€

Most Persons still select the reaponse category which amounts

to a negative statement about this medium° i.e.; "not much
real change." But almost four in ten reported that there had
been' a’ positive change... that' "television over the past few

~ years i3 doing a much better job of treating Blatks fairly in

1]
-

entertainment programs...

S
/

However, the positive implioation of these reeuits i /modified
qomeWhat when the data tabulated below are examinea ‘

®
89. IN GENERAL, DO YOU ‘THINK THAT THE TELEVISION ENTER~

“TAINMENT PEOPLE WANT TO SEE BLACKS GET A BETTER BREAXK
OR DO YOU FEEL AS THOUGH THEY WOULD ‘JUST AS SOON KEEP
BLACKS DOWN, OR DON'T THEY CARE ONE WAY OR 'THE OTHER?

BETTER BREAK.. ... .24.9% THEY DON'T CARE...48.3%
* KEEP BLACKS DOWN. .26.8% .o

Fully one quarter.of the semple felt quite positively*towards

television people's motives here, but an equal number expressed

"negative gpelings. The rema}ning half said thet they felt that

“television people didn't care ohe.wey or the other about it.,."

. *

We see this latter finding as indicating disfavor rather than

3



néutrality. If it is thus interpreted, it fits with the preceding
- (and tollowing) data. . - o
' 'Local news proqrams in tha Sah,Francisco area have, within
the past couple of yeara, axpanded their minority ataffing
.-omewhat "Even if the use of Black newspersons seems predom- -
inantly to be on the- weekond.ahowa, the fact is that more Blacks
are spending more time on chﬁera on local news shows than 'was
‘the case in the past. (It remains to be researched how coverage
of ‘the Black community has fared during the same time period. )
Our question designed to assess: the effects of this on the -
, (potential) Black. adult audienca obtgined these results.
87. HOW BOG% TELEVISION'S. PR@GRESS IN TREATING BLACKS‘
FAI ON LOCAL .NEWS PROGRAMS: DO YOU THINK THERE"
HAS BERN.A LOT .OF PROGRESS IN NEWS covmnAqE OF. BLACKS

IN THE WAST FEW YEARS, NOT . Qﬁ FROGRESS AT ALL OR
DON'T YOU KNOW? . . - i

A LOT OF PROGRESS..33 0% ' ben %4 Knuw..,;....ll . 2%
NOT MUCH PROGRESS;.55.8% - "y -t i

". A ; .“ Seo-

‘Mot still felt that there had’ *not baen muqh progreus." but a
third of the aample classified the changea as "h lot of progress.

A close concomitant of this adequacy of cov;‘”ge question was -,

the one that inquired about trust in hews: pf the Black community.

A

93, HOW ABOUT THE NEWS YOU WATCH_ON TELEVISION ABOUT THE
BLACK COMMUNITY... CAN YOU TRUST... -

““- QUITE A BIT........16.7% NONE AT ALL........7.9%

A L{TTLE OF ITe.d:.74.5% - ' .
It is apparent tﬁat a positive assessment of fair treatment of
Blacks on local news does not necessarily result in crediting
the medium with trustworthiness. The data here regress to the
pattern seen previously. That is, three-quarters of the sample
expressed "only a little trust® in TV news about the Black
community. The margin among the remaining persons is tipped in
the direction of trust rather than distrust, but this does not




really chanqo the overall aituation markedly, it is still
negative, on balanco.

Perhaps thi pobr trust ritinqa are just part of a qihorally
low rating on the truat dimension as far as TV hews is concerned.
94. DO YOU . THINK THAT THE Ntws YOU SEE ON TELEVISION CAN
BE TRUSTED QUITE A BIT, A LITTLE BIT, OR NOT AT ALL? .

QUITEABIT.....'.]-Q 3% NOT ATALL....QQQ.,&B%
A LITTIJE BIT00000073 9%

The same large proportion of reapondenta rated their trust in
general TV news as. marginal.'although almost one-fifth now
express quite a bit of trust" in qéneral news on television,
and very few are completely without trust.

The final news-oriented dimension of this seguence dealt with -
perceptions of television news people's attitudes towards Blacks.
90. HOW ABOUT THE TELEVISION NEWS PEOPLE... HOW DO YOU

SUPPOSE THEY FEEL ABOUT GIVING BLACKS A BETTER BREAK,
KEEPING THEM DOWN, OR DON'T THEY CARE EITHER WAY? ' !

~ BETTER BREAK......27.4% THEY DON'T CARE.....52.3%
s KEEP BLACKS DOWN..20.2% .‘
*Somgphat more than one. quarter see televiaion people as being

guite positive on this ‘question of "giving Blacks a better
break..:" a few less stated that they feel negatively pbout

TV people's motives on this. It is most interesting here to

note that the bulk of the respga}es were in the non-commital
category: that is, imputing indifference to the "television

news people..." Given the predominance pf the "little bit"
' responses in almost all the preceding questions, it seems
ressonable to read this in the same fashion.

A

Looking at the results of these:trust and adequacy-of460verage
questiona'and at those assessing perceptions of television's @
basic motivations towards Blacks, the similarity with the

results on entertainment programing is §$riking. To generalize,




it would seem that this sample of San Francisco Black adults
feels this way about television news: (a) They do not feel

that there is enough coverage of Black community news: (b) they
distrust television news in general but especially distrust

. what news there is about their own people;. (c) heverthelese,
they feel that the situation has shown some progress over what

it was several years ago.

The recurrent theme, whether appiied to Fred Sanford or to
local weekend anchorperson Andrew Hill is... "Perhaps there is
some improvement in the way we're being treated, but we are
nowhere near being satisfied if this is where the improvement
stops."” ‘he parallel course that this draws to the statements
made on the polit1ca1 questions in this research are interestlng.
albeit not unexpected

There is, in San Francisco television, nothing approaching a
truly Black television station. Our subsequent examination of
the questions'which deal with attitudes towards the Black press,
.should provide the cross-media enalysis which can give added
meaning to all these assessments of what are, after all, White
mass media serving predominantly White audience.

.
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INTEREST IN POLITICS

Interest in poiitics is a variable that c.uld have important
relationships both to outcomes like voting itself or in

several ways to media behaviors as well. Since the term of the
field wark on this panel was designed to take into account the

_ developing political story leading up to the November general

election, we asked political interest queations and about
related areas like participation in political activities, etc.,
on all three interviewing waves., Tho broadeat form of the
political interest question generated the results shown below

(from Wave 1).

80. IN GENERAL, WOULD YOU SAY THAT YOU ARE VERY INTERESTED,
.IN POLITICS, NEUTRAL IN POLITICS, UNINTERESTED, OR
VERY UNINTERESTED IN POLITICS?

' VERY INTERESTED.14.3%  UNINTERESTED......10.3%
/ INTI'JRESTED. cose o 043 6% VERY UNlN‘thLSTEDo . 5 0% —
NEUTRALooe0000002608% A . ’

Almost feur times as many persons expressed a positive interest
in politics as were negative about the area, and only one _
quarter were neusral on it. On the slightly dlfferent dimension
of perceived importance of the %ubject of politics, presumably
a question that tapped a more general cognitive dimension, even.

greater numbers aof positive responses were counteéed.
w

77. HOW IMPORTANT AN ISSUE DO YOU THINK POLITICS IS? DO
YOU THINK IT IS...

VERY IMPORTANT..40.6%  UNIMPORTANT....e¢+4.4%
IMPORTANT . e00eee31e9% VERY UNIMPORTANT..l.9%
SOf'IEWIiAT IMPORTANTOOO.OOO.OO000000000000021.2%
If this is examined as a bipolar, symmetrical scale as it was
intended to be perceived, then we haLe eleven times as many
persons on the positive side as were on the "unimportant"
or negative side. Almost three quarters of the sample saw

‘
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politics as an f&portant issue.

In the abstract then, we find only minor evidence of a "don't
care" feeling about general political matters in this sample

of adults. This is a more definitive statement than it would
seem. The Democratic Presidential candidate was, by the time
this survey was fieldéd,hso clearly perceived to be Mr. Carter

that there was virtually no contest after the first primary in

New Hampshire and the big victories in Pennsylvanla and Illinois.
Further, the polls showed at that time that neither Republican
hopeful was going to have much of a chance in the November

'election if carter was the Bemocratic nominee.

The analyses to follow will deal with the many ramifications
of how thé& basic salience of politics for 'this sample manifests
itself in specific attitudes and behaviors.

Interest in the 1976 presidential campaign ig the first such
specifically focused variable we shall examine. This question
was first asked in the Wave 1 interviews during March - May.
The time period commenééd at the start of the primary campaign
(coinciding with the start of reporting on the.first large
primary states) and ran through the last coﬁple of weeks %efore
the California primary on June 8. '

while the field work was honducted over a longer time span than
anticipated, it is  still fels that the important interest and
actlvity variables were not upset significantly. The f!gures
for interest in the 1976 presidential campaign showed that some
58 percent were p081tively interested, about a quarter were
neutral on it, and about one in seven persons expressed a

ot -

definite lack of interest. .

s
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81. WOULD YOU SAY YOU ARE VERY INTERESTED IN THE 1976
PRESIDENTIAL CAMPAIGN, OR.ARE YOU INTERESTED, NEUTRAL

UNINTERESTED, OR VERY UNINTERESTED?
VERY INTERESTED.20.3% UNINTERESTED......10. 9%
INTERESTED. .« .+ «..38:1% VERY UNINTERESTED..3.7%
NEUTRAL.........269%

These results are very close to the set aiming at a measure of
-general interest in politics. One would _suspect, in fact,

that at any given time in.a Presidential election year, geﬁeral
interest and presidential campaign interest are one and the
same concept. . . . S

The first update on the general interest question was admin-
istered in the second wave interview; this was a telephone
contact (excqpt for some 40 persons who had no phones and were
therefore interviewed in person) made between May 25 dhd June 7.
The flgures looked like this. o

VERY INTERESTED.32.0% UNINTDRES’;‘E Rz, E%
INTbREbTDDo oo o ot 38 5% YERY UNINTE ST :

NEUTRAL...O..O.O-]—O 415 . ';Q:!U \ﬁﬁ,‘_v_;-ﬁty#“w ‘

" As expected, with the election imminent, interest was apparently
increasing... and this despite the later to-be—discussgd fact
that 41 percent of our sample was not even registered to vote,

The final update on this interest question came ‘in the middle =
of the third wave interview. In this post-primary segment of

the field work, we found these relatively unchanged results:
’ [

VERY INTERESTED.28.1%  UNINTERESTED......8.7%
INTERESTED. ce t oo 39 Y 5% VERY UNINTERESTED. Y 5 '] 7%
NEU'I‘RAL. o ¢ & ¢ ¢ ¢ o .17.9%

-

In general, the¥e has been a slight slump in the loadings oh
the extremes of the distrlbution of interest and the shift is
towards the center positlon ("neutral") We would have been
. surprised if this were not the case, given the locked-up nature
of the Democratic Presidential race both before and after the

Convention.




POLITICAL ALIENATION
Although there have been numbers of items and scales devised to
measure how antipathetic an individual is towards ﬁelitics in
general or towards parts -of "the ayetem," our feeling'was that
none of them apblied sufficiently well in the present case to
warrant direct application. The premise was that traditional .
means of assessing political aiienatign could not make appro~
priate definitions of the very important component which Black
people share to a greater or lesser degtee: that is, "alienation

»

from white society."

The descriptions elsewhere in this paper "‘of the feeiings our
sample had for Blacks in political office have shown that it |
is not elective office per se or a democratlc system of gover-
nance from which Blacks are allenated Rather, it seeps to be
the system as it exists today that keeps BIack.people from‘moreg
active participatory roles or even from political information—
seeking via mass media, or from eommunicatipg with elected
officials themselves. | ‘

Increases over recent years in several of the components of
what 6vefa;l might be labelled "political participation“ may
presage increases in more- and more of the components of the
process. In fact, it is'intefesting to speculate whether the
statemeﬁts of high interest levels which our research found

are the first link in a chain. It could proceed from statements
of interest (even if partly just a response to the percelved
social desirabiljty of being interested) to more intense
interest—-oriented behaviors (like atteiaang to media coverage
on the issues), to (close-to-home) personal information seeking

L
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and exchange, and finally to direct interchange (both seekinq
:I.nformation and demanding that information be acceptedf'with both
Blacka and then non-qucka within the political syatem itself.

Rather than preeent to our respondem:s either existing Acales
that purport to measure political alienation, or to synthesize
s,  from several scales a single presumably relevant scale for our

special purpose here, we choae to offer just a few items bearinc;
-on poljtical allenat'loq as it is usually concept3aliz,ed. The
whole of the picture of how our sample feels removed ‘from the
dominafit’culture, and, of course, from the part; of it which
politics represents, must be pleced together afte} examining
the many components which we agdert it has. The four questioﬁ-&

‘ naire items which we finally used to address the questign are

tabulated below.

-»

73. HERE ARE SOME STATEMENTS PEOPLE HAVE 'BEEN MAKING .
> ABOUT POLITICS. WE WOULD LIKE'TO KNOW WHETIER YOU
STRONGLY AGREE, AGREE, NEUTRAL, DISAGREE OR
_ STRONGLY DISAGREE...

A. THE POLITICAL DECISIONS POBSIBLE IN THIS COUNTRY al
ARE SHAKY COMRROMISES.

STRONGLY AGREE...31.3% DISAGREE..;.s+s.0¢+16.6%
R : AGREEooobooolooooo3201% STRONGLY DISAGR’LE..4 20/6
- * ' ; NEUTRAL.....,.O..IS.B%:

B, MOST OF OUR LEADERS ARE DEVOTED TQ THE SERVICE OF
OUR COUNTRY. ' .t

STRONGLY AGREE....5.7 - DISAGREE.::soeeese039.:6%
KGREE. o v+ e veeges+21l.1% STRONGLY DISAGREE..18.9%

< NEUTRAL000000000014 7% 3 ?
C. MEMBERS OF THE BLACK CONGRESSIONAL CAUCUS ARE
P WORKING IN THE WTEREST OF BLACK' PEOPLE. la. o J .
) STRONGLY A’REE. . 2’ 3% DISAGREE:cecoscsccese 10 6% ‘.
) AGREIJ. o0 00 o ge e o0 36 6% STRONGLY DISAGRDU. 04 9% “ -
NEUTRAL.........ZZ 6% ' y
24, SOME PEOPLE -8AY THAT YOU SHOULD VOTE ONLY IF YOU ,
WANT TO. OTHERS SAY THAT ‘EVERYBODY HAS A DUTY TO $.
_ VOTE. WHAT DO YOU THINK?
) b | DUTY TO vaEoooooooobooooooooooo 48%
- : ONLY IF YOU WANT®TO.e0oeveesceess53526 . -
' . 4 N DON'T KNOW.......,...............2 0% v
. * LY * v * . ,’
-
N . . A ‘ ] a\,.'(’-- .
i Q - ' oL 1 - : 6 | | .f
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If we can assume that the most positive response to 23.B would
reflect the least general alienation by the individual, it
would seem that the results point at a preponderance of politi-
cally alianated persons in tde San Francisco Black community.
Almost six out of ten respondents felt that most of the leaders
of our country are NOT devoted to the service of‘fha country,
anz only about one out of four felt thét the leadership'IS 80
intlined. (As an aside, it is interesting that so few persons
were non-commital about this guestion.)  In trying to interpret
this finding of perceived "lack of devotion" wp‘are struck with
the question of which politicians the respondents were discussing
when makﬂ‘ﬁ the judgment., "Most" clearly'implies "mostly white."
We can only guess (on the basis of others of our findings) that
if this questlon were to be apportionable by race, we would
" find that this sample felt/that few white politiciana were
devoted to the serv1ce of the country (as a whole) but that most
‘or all (of the few) Black politicians were so devoted. Lacking
the specific evidence necessary to parse this datum, wé are left
with inferring only that most of our sampla:felﬁ, when we agked
\“them, that most American leaders were not devoted to the service

of the country

‘The second question in the series on alienation concerned
politicai decision making. The trend @ere,is consistent with
the above findings. That is, a large majority of the respondents
said that they agreed with the statement éhat "the only political
gecisipns‘pOSsible in the countgy are Shaky_compromises."

- And the degree of disagreement was more intense than the agree-
ment with’ the "devotion" question had been, '

. N "ﬁ | . . *

The matter of whether voting is "a duty"'offnot ,came out close\
to evenly split; most pexsons, héwever, stated that the act _

of voting‘shauld be reserved for those who do‘?p voluntarlly.,

&

‘.
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and not out ‘of a sense-of duty. The fact that most of our
respondents were Ron-voters in the 1976 Primary election may
not be unrelated to the results oh this question.

The fourth question in this series entered the specific realm
of making assessments of the Black politician!'!ithough this
time we were asking about motives rathar than activities. Four
times as many respondents stated that the membership of the
Black Caucus in Congress is working in the interest of Black S
people as said that these politicians were not working in their
interest. Almost one fourth of the sample was not disposed one
way or the other on this question. We cannot say whether this
latter point is relatgd to\ the fact that only one member of the
Caucus is from the general Jarea of the research site (and even
ocially and geographically. removed

then, his constltuency is
by some distance). But, more impdrtant than the neutrals on
his issue is the fact that close to two-thirds of the respon-
dents agreed'with this positive statikment about Black Congress-—

+ persons,

The popular Black press appears to cover this gr&ﬁp~qf‘&zv;z:js~
¢~ lators rather comprehensively. In the midst oq\the inter ing
\¥~ on our Wave 3, a substan;ial national television appearance (at
" the Democratic convention) by Ms. Jordan:of Texas may have
contributed to some respondents' positive feelings on this
matter. We would expect that even if respondents wére sometimes
not aware of what the:Caucus membership is, it was sufficient .
to kno@ that they were Black and thus obviously elected by .
Black people and thus “obviously wo;kindsin the interests of Blacks.

The overall thrust of these alienation questions is-clearly i:‘

the same direction as other dimensions of thgse attitudes towar
.’ ‘ _ politics which have been discussed elsewhere in this paper.
‘There appears to be a clear tendency towards distrusting

-




politicians in general, but, at the same time, an even stronger
tendency to believe in the work of those politicians who are -
Black. Adding this to the knowledge of either local or non-
local Black politicians - where knowledge of individuals was

- fair and knowledge of legislative activities was scanty - it

is apparent that'"political afﬁenation" among our sample was a
bifurcated thing. A closer examination of the details of this
is in order. That is, we will later look at the question of
how participation in political matters both Black and non-Black
oriented is telated to the two-sided issue of alienation from

the politicél process.
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SOURCES OF INFORMATION ABOUT POLITICS 2

Once having established how important thé subject of politics
was for each respondent in the survey, we undertook to pin
down channels by which they receive information about politics
and ey;ctions. The first level of address to this gquestion
was €he abstract "where would you go to get most of your infor=
mation about this issue?" )

78. HOW, WHERE WOULD YOU GO TO GET MOST OF YOUR

INFORMATION ABOUT THIS ISSUE?

NEWSPAPER.O000000000000000000040 5%

RADIOOOO.OO..O..OOO....OOOOOOO.8 4%

TVOO.OO.O;O000000000000000000026 8%

MAGAZINE..OOOOO'O,.0.00000000003.1%

TALKING TO SOMEONE..J.........].]..S%

OTIXER (SPECIFY)OOOOO&O..OOO0000907%
The results are both surprising and a bit frustrating to try
to interpret.  We sec that "newspaper" is the predominant medium
here by a substantial margin. More persons volunteered "news-
paper" than did the other three mass media combined. A small
contingent cited the ‘interpersonal communications and a few
mentioned such sources as official state literature, outdoor
displays., etcd To find the newspaper so important is not what
one would %fpect: obviously we failed to anticipate this and
thus did not use the natural follow-up question, "Which
newspaper?" Thus, it must remain aq.speculation for now that
the references here were to the Black-owned Sun Reporter which

runs a great deal more of directly Black~related political news’

and comméntary than the daily newspapers in san Francisco. It
seems inconceivable th¥t with the té—be-discussed low levels

of trust® in the San Francisco dailies our sample would express
much reliance on them for political information. - . ¢

Looking into the comparative political information questions

v

)
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(print media vs. TV) we find that the above data are apparently

supported. g

]

76. SO FAR IN THE 1976 POLITICAL CAMPAIGN, WOULD YOU SAY
YOU'VE READ A LOT OF NEWSPAPER AND MAGAZINE ARTICLES
ABOUT THE ELECTION OR SOME OF WHAT'S BEEN WRITTEN OR
HARDLY ANY AT ALL? K

AwT...........lOOG% }iARDLY ANY......49.4%
SOMooooooooooooq‘OO()o/é

74, NOW THAT THE ELECTION CAMPAIGN IS GETTING STARTED,
THERE ARE A FEW TV PROGRAMS COMING ON ABOUT THAT.
OF THOSE THAT HAVE BEEN ON SO FAR, DO YOU THINK YOU'VE
SEEN A LOT OF THEM, SOME OF THEM, OR HARDLY ANY AT ALL?

AI‘OT............’?.S% HAIU)LY ANY......53.9%
SOl‘Eoooooooooooo3806%

75. HOW ABOUT BETWEEN NOW AND THE ELECTION IN NOVEMBER.
DO YOU THINK YOU'LL TRY TO WATCH A LOT OF POLITICAL
PROGRAMS ON TV, OR SOME OF THEM, OR HARDLY ANY AT ALL?

ALOT......OO.00023.7% IiARDLY ANY..O.’.O32.1%
SOME...OO.O..OO.44.2% N

.

The degree by whiah there is a 1976-8pecific bredominance of

print-uge over TV is, however, very small,

The prospective question about TV use for the balance of the

time before the 1976 election indicated that the respondents
planned to switch:to a rather heavy use of TV for these political
information-seeking purposes. Even though only about a quarter
of the sample stated that they planned to watch "a lot" of
politlcal TV "between now and the election in November," the

rise from what they reported as having-done up to the time of

the interview was substantial. The«pﬁtéllel question about
prospective use of print media was not asked, but we would
speculate a slmllar rise would obtain as general interest in the

election 1ncreased over time.

The third wave interview contained a couple of additional .

questions that bore on use of the media for information pertaining



to the 1976 election campaign. A pair of these dealt with the
amount of attention that.the responpdent said he/she paid tq
general "politigakszauea." The responses on the newspaper

oriented question-were:

. NO ATTENTION.000000900000000000.13 9%
4 SOME AT'mNTION..................60 %
¢ ' _' CLOSﬁ ATTENTION.oooooooooo;qfcoozs 8%

’ . For the question on television, we found:

< NO ATTENTIONoooo.oooooooooooooiril 3% - -
SOME ATTENTION..009000000000000060 O% ) ’ Y

‘  CLOSE ATTEN'I‘ION.................28 7%
4

There is virtually no difference here between the media. It
should be wort¥ noting, however, that these statements of
projected attention may deviate somewhat from actual behaviors
because of two factors. There is a certain, indeterminate
amount of 3001al desirability to reading for information, and
there is an observed tendency to avow less use and reliance

on television per se than objective reports by individuals
indicate. More important, there is simply a great deal more
time spent with televasion by our respondents than is spent
reading newspapers. And even if the attention that a television
viewer pays to commercials, for example, is perhaps only incidental,
there is exposure nevertheless,.and that is a good part of what

we are getting at here. v

On this line, we asked'a direct question about attention paid
to advertisements for "various candidates" og\myg The results
showed this:
No ATTEN'I‘ION..........0000000016.2%
1.. : SOME ATTENTIONQ0000000000000005609%
- ) CLOSE ATTENTION.QQ.QQ0000000902609%
There.ig apparently only a little lower value on information
that is obviously presented as an outright persuasion attempt
(i.e., a paid commercial) than that which is presumably -
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"objective" news information about candidates. We cannpt say
whether this reflects the respondents! treating all neaﬁ'abOut
political candidates as persuasion oriented, o&;wheth&g they
impute some value to any and all information about candldates.
It does clearly suggest tMat any future atudles of the general
sort we did should include an intensive investlgation af Black
people's use of advertising about politics., h

One other related aspect we leoked at was projected gttention ‘
to Republlcan candidates' advertising. To a group wﬁose orientq—
tion is so thoroughly towards the Democratic party, the matter .
of attention to Republican Presidential campaign aﬁvertlglngv

P

"would seem unimportant. This was not tke case.
82. HOW ABOUT A POLITICAL ADVERTISEMENT FOR A’ REPUBLICAN
PRESIDENTIAL CANDIDATE? WOULD YOU PAY... '

CLOSE ATTENT I ON e 00 006 00 000 0 %00 LR BN BN J l 5 2% |
SOME A’PTENTIOV. e 0 00 0 00 & 0 . o0 ® 00 & O 49 2
NO AT’l‘ENTI ON o e 0 &0 . ® 0 06 00 0600 000 00 & 00 5 6%

Almost two-thirds of the grodp avow at least some intercst in

L3

attendlnq to a commercial for the opposite party. whether this
was because of the hot contest (Ford vs. Reagan) in progress .
at the time of the interviews or because of natural curiosity ‘
or some other reason, it is still worth noting as a piece of

the overall political interest ‘complex.

The gencral statément that one mlght ‘make herg is thag despite
whatever shortcomlngs our sample might percelve in the media,
they still say they rely on them for 81gn;£1cant ampunts of ~
information in the political area. -

-
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POLITICS AND THE MEDIA

USES OF TV_FOR POLITICAL INFORMATION®PURPOSES

The first wave of interyiews.conducted in this panel research
presented a series of guestions intended to cover a wide spec-
trum of individuals' information-seeking about political
decision-making. We had derived the questions in a Winter
1976 pre~test which addressed the issue through open-ended

or informadhy structured means.

“a

99; appréach at determining how salient'the "reasong for usage"

A
’yquestions we derived turned out to be is to observe \how many

of, them were off }he maré‘&ltogethegj or convérsely, how many
of them elicited a positive response of some sort. The mean
over the eleven questions is just about two-thirds responding
positively. That ig, two-%hir%s of our reascns fit (at least
part of) the real behavior pattern of the respondents.

Speci%ically, the mean percentage of Yrespondents answering
"alot" over the set of stales was 36.5; the mean of the "a'
little".responses was 27.6; the mean of the negative responses
was 35.8 percent. ;

b
If one can rely on this distribution as a_crité¥ion of the
validity of the set of questions dbout use of TV for these
purposes, then we seem to have a reasonably'gpod measure of
what we were after:-
Another way of looking at the aptness of these particular
questions to the establishment of an overall measure of "use

of T™V for leiticalainformation'seeking" is to examine the
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variation in negative response over the set of questions. As
the table below shows, the only strongly deviant item was the
first “"do you watch these shows to determine how to vote?" Some
59 percent of the sample stated that they do not watch politi-
cal programs on TV for this reason.

54. HERE IS A LIST OF STATEMENTS THAT DIFFERENT PEOPLE
HAVE MADE WHEN ASKED WHY THEY WATCH SHOWS THAT FEATURE
POLITICAL CANDIDATES. FOR EACH STATEMENT ON THE LIST,
PLEASE TELL ME WHETHER IT APPLIES TO YOU A LOT, A
LITTLE, OR NOT AT ALL. -
' NOT
DO YOU WATCH THESE SHOWS... A LOT A LITTLE AT ALL

A. TO DETERMINE HOW TO VOTE.ceeeoeel3.4%...33.4%...59.1%
B. TO ENABLE YOU TO HAVE THE FACTS
WHEN DISCUSSING POLIT. ISSUES...28.4%...33.4%...38.1%
C. BECAUSE IT IS AN OBLIGATION TO _ ' :
YOURSELF TO BE POLITICALLY
INFORMED. ¢ ccccececscccccscoscnscsee3We2%eee24.8%...41.1%
\ D. TO FIND OUT WHAT THE MAJOR
TSSUES ARE.ccccecccscccscsscscsseBd32.8%...30.9%...26.2%
E. TO FIND OUT CANDIDATES'
VIEWPOINTS ON THE ISSUES.cecece e4B.0%,..26.0%...25.4%
F. TO COMPARE CANDIDATES.ceeeccecees36.4%...28.8%...34.8%
G. TO FIND OUT THE BACKGROUND
OF BOLITICIANS.ceeececccccceceeea30.8%,...28.6%...40,6%
H. TO OBSERVE HOW THEY ACT ON TV...28.9%...27.0%...44.0%
I. TO WATCH INDIVIDUALS OF YOUR
OWN POLITICAL PARTY.eceweoooocee34.9%...27.7%...37.4%
J..TO FIND OUT CANDIDATES' IDEAS
\BOUT BLACKS AND THE, COMMUNITY. .52.2%...24.7%...23.1%
K. TO SEE WHAT BLACK POLITICIANS '

ARE T}IIN}{INGQoooo;ooo’ooooio00005104%0002405%0002401% -

One caveat about these data comes out of thé above. That is,
it‘seems'reagonable to think that all the other ten items ought
to be direct inputs leading to the very behavior - a voting
decision ~ that respondents largely do not associate with TV
usage. Although we did not test this point, it may ke that
ceding even part of the responsibility for voting to an outside
force like TV is simply too much for our respondénts to admit.

Looking at what comes out as the most important dimensions» of

G,



our sample's TV usage in the political area, it is appropriate
to collapse the table above into a series of dichotomous
variables. The audiotaﬁe records of the interviews led to some
doubt about whether the respondents were properly using all the
scale spaces as intended. We chose not to'rely on interviewers'
interpretations of shadings of positivity for designation of a
given answer of "yes" ox "rifht" as either "alot" or "a little.”
Clearly the two items that deal with political information
explicitly labelled as related to Black people are above and
apart from the rest in terms of positive response tendencies.
The other two items close tq the top are bg;h objective and

issue-oriented in nature.

To synthesize something out of responses to these four highest
\ jtems: our sample asserts that they use the medium for purposes

of defining the issues and the cgndidates' stands on the issues....

especially those issues that reléte most closely to the Black

- commynity.

v The remaining seven of the derived uses we tested for appli-
cability to the situatioh.here were difficult to group on an
ad hoc basis. The important point may be that all but the
! reason that was most often rejected ("to determine how to vote")
were accepted by a majority of the respondents as being descrlp-
tive of their own way of relating to TV's political coverage.
The one of these that would seem to be subject to the highest
degree of social desirability factor ("becapuse it is an olli~
gation to yourself to be politically informed") was rather high
on the rejection list; 41 percent expressed no such felt obli-
gation. One interpretation of this is that if so many were
able to articulate such outspoken rejection of such an obviously
stated "democratic part1c1pat10n“ obligation, then the rest of

»
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the scales may have a considerable validity component, being
unaffected by social desirability directed responses.

NEWSPAPER USE FOR POLITICAL INFORMATION

| i y
After having been administered the section dealing with TV

use and politics, thd respondents were asked to address an

"avoidance" section, i.e., designate their ggreemeht or dis-
agreement with a series of reasons for avoiding political
programing on TV. The reports from the field supervisor and
interviewers indicated that these questions were not effectivel
and of ten miscomprehended. We have therefore deleted them

from this analysis. They are worth noting, though, in that ‘the
questionnaire for the‘firs£ wave interview was structured such
.that the TV and politics sections were followed by a parallel
section on uses and avoidances relating to newspaper reading and
political information. Even though the dimensions of usage were
constructed almost identically for the two media in question,
the juxtaposition probably confused possible comparigons

somewhat.
)

~

Nevertheless, the table below indicates that at least on a
superficial level, the overall response patterns to these
questions for the two media were very similar, -




.

6., HERE IS A LIST OF STATEMENTS THAT DIFFERENT PEOPLE
HAVE MADE WHEN ASKED WHY THEY READ ARTICLES THAT
FEATURE POLITICAL CANDIDATES. FOR EACH STATEMENT
ON THE LIST, PLEASE TELL ME WHETHER IT APPLIES TO
P YOU A LOT, A LITTLE, OR NOT AT ALL. .
NOT
DO YOU WATCH THESE SHOWS... °* . A _LOT A LITTLE AT ALL

Zl A. TO DETERMINE HOW.TO VOTEO.OOOOOO]-GO]-%OO026.8%0005701%
:‘ B. TO ENABLE YOU TO HAVE THE FACTS"
WHEN DISCUSSING POLIT. ISSUES...36.6%...31.2%...32.2%
C. BECAUSE IT IS AN OBLIGATION TO
 YOURSELF TO BE POLITICALLY
INFORMEDOOOO0000000000000000000036 8%00024 4%00038 7%
D. TO FIND OUT WHAT THE MAJOR
ISSUES ARE..000000000000000000004501%00029.7%00025.2%
E. TO FIND OUT TME CANDIDATES'
VIEWPOINTS ON THE ISSUES..ceseee44.6%...30.1%...25.3%
F. TO COMPARE .CANDIDATES.cseaoeosese34.2%.,.31,3%...34.5%
G. TO FIND OUT THE BACKGROUND /
OF POLITICIANS...0000000;000005032 2%.0028 7/600039 l%
H., TO READ WHAT THEY HAVE TO SAY
IN THE NEWSPAPERS.0.000'000000003203%0003309%000.3309%
I. TO READ ABOUT INDIVIDUALS OF
YOUR OWN POLITICAL pARTYoooooooo38 7%00022 9/0.0.38 46
J. TO FIND OUT CANDIDATES' IDEAS
' ABOUT BLACKS AND THE BLACK '
COWUN]-TYOOOOOO00.000000000000005201%0“0023000/60002409%
K. TO READ WHAT BLACK POLITICIANS
AR.E THINKING.O.O.OOOO..OO.....O051 1%00021 8%.0.27 1%

e

-

The only dimension on this scale where there is more than a 7
minor difference between the parallel items on the TV section

'is "H; " apparently reading about pollt1c1ans in a néwspaper is

?_more appeallng to some ten pexcent of our sample than is watchlng

pol;tlglana on Tk, It would have been useful to ask which
.héwSpaﬁergrkere the respondents' reference points. The pplitically
;potentﬂ(éﬁd-Bl;ck) sun Reporter may be the source of what we

" have found. Later -analysis will discuss this point, however.

~ One additional possibility is that newspaper reading per se is
an activity which can be turned off as easily as turning the
page. The reader is not compelled to spend whatever time on

this communication that the communicator deems optimal.
: : ¢
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Politicians' intrusions into the communication space of the TV
viewer may be perceived as less desirable just because the

. chaice factor is diminiﬁhe¢'by the physical nature of the
P

medium itself. .
. -{




Immnbnngom COMMUNICATION ABOUT POLITICS -
Preceding the host bfxquestiona we asked about the mass media
and their effects on political attitudes and behaviors, a brief
series dealt with interpersonal communication on politics.
About four in ten respondents (38.2%) reported "talking about
politics with friends some@&mes." About helf again as many
persons fell into the "very often" category as into the "never"
category (21.4% vs..14%), and the other two moderate categories 4
were about equal (11 8% and 14 6%). On balance, then, there
was a slight tendency in the ‘direction of some interpersonal

communication about politlcs. . i }
i | ) . ) .
For purposes of assessing the relative importaqpe?éf the\eubject
of politics to our sample, we presented them with twop other
1ssues which were expected to be of great sallgnce, and asked *
about the frequency of interpersonal dommunication in these
three areas. When economics was the subject,.the reaponses
were substantially more skewed towards frequent communication
+  than were the politics data. We founé-that one quarter talked
with friends about economics "very often," another quartér fell
into the "often," and one third into the "sometimes" categories.
Only a few designated either of the lowex frequency responses

as characterizing their economics communications.,
{ _ . _ .

The question of how frequently race is discussed among'gr&ends, ¢

) showed similar'results to the economics question. Almost one
quarter of the sample were ih each the highest and next hlqhest ;
frequencies herie, some’ 40 percent -in the middle category
("sometimes") and a scanty 15 percent in the two lowest levels

combined.}




"o %

e 4

The comparative tabled below 1ndicate how the sample was arrayed

@

on these three communication areas.

v
- POLITlCS .
NEVER...........13.9% OFTEN....‘...Q...14.5% .
. RARELY.‘........II.‘?% VERY OFTEN......21.3%
- ‘ . " SOMETIMES.......38.O% D)
» + ' * N = - o ? . - )
ey | | ‘ © ECONOMICS S . r
R -, NEVER..Q.......J]—O 5% OFTEN&..‘.Q’&’09002404’%
4 g RARELY. « v vqo e +s4.9%  VERY OFTEN.:....27.5%
SOMETIMES..ees0s032.1% ° - : g
' .« RACE | o . 4
’  NEVER....oeee00s.8.8%  OFTENteoeeeeen22.2% -
RARELY."veeseeeeeeB3% VERY OFIEN.esees22.2% ot
‘ :'_’ . ’ ' . ' SOMETIMFS...Q...4O l% ' . ' v, . : i )
. . b, -~ > 'ﬁ‘_
e One 1nterpretat10n of these data hinges-on the assumptlon that

salience is. related to frequency of interpersonal communicaqlon,

-among other thlngs.ﬁ But, we must also take account of the : 5;

posqibillty that talk abouﬁ pOllthS is more predlctably cyc11Cdl ™. '
) than' either of the other subjéts, and that the top of the SR ﬂ\f

}frequency cycle -was near when the field work was done’ln Aprll a "q

o . and May 1976 3Desplte ‘this the topic seens rather lfw pn ' o 5\g
’ ‘sallence to our eample. Given the mass medla exposure aqd the « .
interest, data reported elsewhere in this paper, we- have to ‘con=" . |

) clgde that theuquestlon was not worklng as intended oxr dﬂat |

o™ -

salieney simply does net manlfest 1tself in "talklng w1th S
- friends" about politlcs. The abstractness of)the questlon may . -
- _ also have worked te cover’the lnten51ty relathnshlp wé expected
. .. To add another \0; nkl?ﬁto the 1nterporSonal communlcatmon . '_
- | “* aituati n, we inqulred about the avaed dasagreementSethat our
AN e . respondénts found téming up in their dlsou551ons of these )

' tnre ubjectS'W1th friends% The reeults in the three areas
DERE T were simrLar.l There was qulte a bit-more agreement. than @js-

'r;-' . aqreement on eagh queetlon akd only a slight tendency for greater
[ N ’ .l_‘. “' . 7 - l.‘ R 1N ..0 . L

B




v disagreements in the economic question than either race ox
ﬁpolitica. The upshot of this finding seems to be that, aa
intuition would suggest, the "important" things people talk about
are things they tend to agree on... at least in the limited
spectrum in whiqb.we were asking dueetions here. .

.Qn still another dimension we chose to look at in the area of
talking about substantive issues, we addressed the questions L
below towards the enqhsf the first wave question schedule. |

83. DO YOU EVER TALK ABOUT PUBLIC PROBLEMS WITH ANY OF
P THE FOLLOWING PEOPLE? °
' o YES No

. YOUR FAMILY....................73 7%.....26 3%
" : PEOPLE WHERE YOU WORK.:eeesoss 49, 8,6.....50 2%
. COMMUNITY LEADERS - SUCH AS
: * CLUB OR CHURCH LEADERS......36 2%.....63 8%
A _ ' DEMOCRATIC-OR REPUBLICAN
LEADERS‘....................22 46..0..77 6% ' t o
8 . ' FRIENDS.......................81 5/6....‘18 5%
. ' . - 'OTHER (SPECIFY) oooooo-.? 7/0..00.9? 3%
The pattern‘whlch emerges here is not unexpected, by and laroe.
There ig: only a small amount of discussion with public off1c1als*
fewer than qne quarter of the eample talks with Democrat}c or
Republlcan leadersy This may be a flndlng that could help
explain why the responses to the local pollﬁlqal knowledge
questions were 80 predomlnantly incorrect.. Another 11kely
- . « cont 1buting factor was that the local Black politician #

. (Assemblyman Brown) wasg,® at the tlme of the survey, waglng" :

B a non-contested prlmary”cghpalgn, and the Republicans were not -7 "
running anyone .at all for his office. - . <
et ~ . M . o :
A few'more respondents saidhthatfthey discussed public probleﬁs .

; wi;h community leaders gthe texrm refers to the Black communlty '

> ~an is largely distinguished from the polltlcal organlzatlonal
structure in San Francisco)

- A S . . \._

-~
*,

»
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LN \ .
But still, only about one ‘third of the sample talks about

“public problema“ with anyone other than a personal acquain-’

tance. We find that about half #he sample- discusses these

aubjects with fellow workers *erhaps more would, but many wekre

not employed outside their owndhemes). Some three out of fan,
respondents mentioned that .they talked with their own family'
members about these problems. and even more said they talked

about them with fr1ends* : . . - /;’. ‘ )

Although we are npt aware of any data to whlch'thlre can ' (\
reasonably be contrasted ‘it seems somethlng of'*an anomaly that ( .
N what we labelled’"public problems" are more and more digcussed |

'as one gets farther from the public communication level. .

It is tempting to 1mpute at least part of this finding to the»

P feeling that prevailed among our sample members that their.
access to tne public level-(i.e., elected and appoirited officialg)
was not good. In the latex dlscu381ons of such concepts as

S ‘-ffalienation," etcs, we will return to this theme.

-
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Both the primary electiqn held during our time‘}ﬂ the field

NATIONAL POLITICAL KNOWLEDGE

<

[ -*

and the November General Election were heavily focused on the -
federal level. For analysis purposes, respondents' knowlé&qe
of natlonalapolitlcal issues Was an important control variable. .

our first wave interview- contained eight such questions, plusg

-

one at the state level,

Qo

- 66,

67.

-

68,

69.

70,

71.

”
L

»

NOW, HERE ARE SOME QUESTIONS ABO FEDERAL
GOVERNMENT, FIRST, HOW MANY U.S. SENRTORS ARE THERE?

AmJNDRIED............-"....‘......‘.... .‘.32.1%
ANY OTHER NUMBER OR pON'T KNOW.oosoooWe 67.9%
. *

HOW LONG IS THE TERM FOR A U.S. SENATOR? .

SIX YEARS. ... ................&...O.....‘..30.9%i
ANY OTHER NUMBER OR DON'T KNOW.eooseeee69.1%
. ¢ e - :

WHAT IS THE‘TERM FOR A U.S. REPRESENTATiVE?

Two YEARS..........‘...........l....0.'34'.3%
ANY OTHER NUMBER OR DON'T KNOW. aeseeeee65.7%

4

‘CAN YOU NAME ONE OF THE U.S. SENATORS FROM THE STATE

OF CALIFORNI A?

TUh“IqEY OR CRANSTON......‘..............45 7%
‘ ANY OTHER NAME OR DON' T KNOW...........54 3%

HDW ‘MANY JUSTIGES ARE ON TIIE u.s. SUPREMF COUR’I‘?
NINE................OO(.............0...29 0‘.‘/0 .
- ANY OTHER NUMBER OR DON'T KNOW.........71 0%, /

COULD YQY NAME TWO OF TRE PRESIDENTIAL CANDIDATES

" FROM THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY? . , : e

CARTER, CHURCH, UDALL, HARRIS, WALLACE, j L
KENNEDY, BROWN, JACKSON, OR HUMPHREY.67.9% ' - \
OTHBRS OR DONTm0w000000030000000000.32 l%
WHAT IS*THE TERM FOR U.S, PRESIDENT? 8

’FOUR YEARS....0.....0....0.....0{.0....84 9%

ANY OTHER NIJMBER OR J-;ON T KNON. EEEXEEEX 15 l% >
R fﬁ/ . i
\ ] v R ’ ¥ ) 2 * "
R N
w 1




72, WHO IS THE GOVERNOR OF CALIFORNIA?
e BROWNoooooooooooooooooooo000000000005088 3°A
ANY OTHER NAME OR DON'T KNOW..........ll 7%
73. WHO IS THE BLACK MAN WHO IS PRESENTLY A MEMBER OF
THE SUPREME COURT?

THURGOOD MARSHALL e oceoossoosscosssssesdb,.0%
ANY OTHER,NAME OR DON'T KNOWeeeooooassDd,0%

' ) \
? The mean correct response rate ovex these nine questlons is

*61 percent; this and the variation among 1tems lend some
credence to the valldlty of the series. ,
A couple of interesting ﬁatterﬁs are evident in these questions
( of national scope. First, the identification of pexrsons holding
office proved fairly simple overall; interestingly, California's
¥ Governor Brown scored highest-by some margin om this. A sécpnd
result was that the "details" of elective office such as the
length of term, size of the U.S. Senate, Qf-Supreme Court, were
scored éorrecgﬁy by relatively few persons. Qur speculation on
this, &ven if the samplc of items is small, is that media
publicized potitical knowlédge (e.qg., candidafés” names ) exists
commonlsﬂ\hlle what one- respondent lahelled as™"civics class"
questions (c.g., "How many Justices on the Court?") are so
non-salient that knowledge i% af a low level. It surely makes
sense to expect that know1ng Senator Tunney by name is more
v1ta1 than know1ng that he has 99 fellow Senators on the hill.’

In oréep to test how.stf;néithe race commonality is in identi-
fication of political figures, we should have agked questions

co a abou% other Justlces than Marshall. We did, on the third

\ane, ask a selles of questlons about .Black non-local pollblcians,

3 aaﬁ theqe data appear in a subsequentqsed{&on. .

»q




LOCAL POLITICAL KNOWLEDGE

3
’

buring the first and third waves of the panel, respondents

were given a numbex, of itemg to test their awareness of local

political issues, both.candidate-related and more general.

The initial series of questions related to Willie Brown, a

‘member of the Celifornié Assembly and a representative of all

the responderts in this sugvey. It was expected because of his

being Black that knowledge of this young, active politician

would be relatively high. .

. : RN )

- The third wave questionnaire also included a series of locally-
oriented politijcal questions that related to non~-Blacks., ‘ .
Although the relative dlfflcuth\gf the two sets of questions
is haxd to dbses%' the general re ponse trends should have
borne on the matter of the saliency of race in political

knowledge/interest areas.

It turned out that the mean correct responses to the six ques-
tions aboutlx' rown were at the 32.6% level, and_even.tbls
low figure was
Mr. Brown's party affiliation. The table below shows clearly
what we found. The essence of the situatign was t is: Mr.
h'Zt of the
- issues on which they had spent the most time, and which they
* assumed would be best known to his constituency in ‘San Francisco.
We selected items from what we expected- to be-a broad range of t

difficulty. .The results indicete that we or-Brown'g office’

ffected upwards by the one easy question about -

Brown 8 campaign headquartetrs prov1dcd us with a 1

miscalculated.on at least a couple of fronts.

. ‘ .
. 1Y

N
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58. SOME PLOPLE MANAGE TO KEEP UP WITH ISSUESuAND THEIR
OWN POLITICAL REPRESENTATIVES. OTHER PEGPLF SAY THAT
IT'S DIFFICULT ' FOLLOW THESE ISSUES DUE TO LACK OF
TIME, ETC. WE WOULD LIKE TO KNOW WHETHER YOU ARE
FAMILIAR WITH THE FOLLOWING ISSUES. WHO INTRODUCED
THE LAW QCALLED "CONSENTING ADULTS" BILL? (

wILLIEBROWN........0000000000000028.1%
ANY OTHER NAME OR DON'T KNOW......71.9%

LECTRI Y)., DO YOU KNOW WHETHER ASSEMBLYMAN WILLIE >
OWN IS OR'OR AGAINST THIS INITIATIVE?

FbR.......O..O..OOO..........OO...23.1%
AGAINST OR DON'T 1(N0w00000000000007609% g

\\\\;;DPROPOSAL 'FOR TIE USE OF NUCLEAR ENERGY TQ_PRQQQQEHMHmMHL .........
E

60, WHO IS THE REFUBLICAN PARTY RUNNING AGAINST ASSEMBLYMAN
. ' WILLIE BROWN?

Yo NOBODY........0000000000000000000014 5%
ANY NAML OR DON"-P mo‘v.O........OOBS 5%

L N
61. IS WILLIE BROWN THE SPEAKER OF THE CALIFORNIA ASSEMBLY?

NO..O..O...t...I....O....‘..l0000000027.5% .' :

YES OR DON.T KNOW. .,.............‘: .72. 5%
622 IS WILLIE BROWN'S BILL WIICH REQUIRED A PRE~SCHOOL
HEALTH SCREENING A'LAW'YBT? _

YES.0.0_..............‘.....'000000002205%
NO OR DON'T KNOW..........."......o77.5%

*

| v
) . - - v .
fg;lwWHAT POLITICAL PARTY DOES ﬁiLLIE BROWN BELONG TO? k

h DEMOCRATIC: eveeeecsossososnansnessld. 9%
m OTIIER)RESPONSE..006000000000002001%

—

Just as an aside, f made a simple attempt at measuring our

sample's attitudes towards Mr, Brown. While the point was to

assess how the respondents felt towards the: losest level to

them of Black elected officials, it also glv& an added dimenision

of meam.ng to the knowledge scores, above.' The fact\,that’ two- ‘
thirds of the sample felt positive towards the job Willie Brown _ .
is doing as Assemblyman is significant when coupled w1th-'what '

the. respondents_ knew of tHWe~specifics of his work. The possible

implication here is that Brown's race by ifgelf 'i#é sufficient



N

to generate positive attitudes among the Black adults in our

sample.

»

¢

64. HOW GOOD A JOB IS WILLIE BROWN DOING AS ASSEMBLYMAN?
WOULD YOU SAY...

VERY GQOD.......28.4 PRETTY BAD....,,.1.4%
GOOD............‘40. VERY BAD.......‘. 3.9%
JUST ALL RIGHT.,26% .

As noted, the questions about non—Black San Frantisco politlcs

“were asked.in the third wave of interviewing; this was, some two'mmmm'm

months after the initial wave. Again, the gencral election
K primary on Juné 8, 1976 did hot include any city ballot issues
s that‘BFOWn's uncbnteéted election campaign and the other
= Jocal questiongféhould have been more or less equally non-
topical ak the times they were asked. The results of the second

L s

series are shown below.
e

31. 'SOME PROPLE MANAGE TO KEEP UP WITH POLITICAL ISSUES.
OTHER PEOPLE SAY THAT IT'S DIFFICULT TO FOLLOW THESE
ISSUES DUE TO LACK OF TIME, ETC. WE WOULD LIKE T0

..xnow WHETHER YOU ARE FAMILZAR WITH THE FOLLOWING ISSUES:

, . WHAT POLITICAL PARTY DOES MAYOR GEORGE MOSCONE BELONG TO?
DEMOCRAT. . +. #%..76.9%  ANY oq"R RESPONSE. « «23.1%

32. WHO WAS THE MAYOR OF SAN FRANCISCO BEFORE.GEORGE

o~ MOSCONE? - ,
‘ v
JOSEPH ALIOTO...92.8% ANY R RESPO&SE.,..?. £,
33, WO IS THE MAN NOW SERVING AS OF THE SAN FRANCISCO

- BOARD OF SUPERVISORS?

o . I KOPP.veoeoosoooesd8.9% ANYONE ELSEeeseecese « 51,155
34. WHAT POLITICAL PARTY DOES YOUR CONGRESSMAN,” MR. BURTON,
BELONG TO? ey _

DEMOCRAT ¢ ¢ c0ov00e69.9%  ANYTHING ELSE. ceeees «30.1%
- : 35.. HOW MANY BLACK PEOPLE ARE THERE NOW AS MEMBERS OF THE

- SAN FRANGISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS?

oNh (q‘blmy FWCOIS)....................SO6%

"““ W THDR MSPONSEO LK 2N BN N J .‘. ® ® & & 0 60 0 0 0 0 .49 4‘%
"It safoma gpat these were, in fact, much slmpler questions than
th% severalqghg_§~W1llle Brown's legislatmve activities.
o . . ) [}
: v . -
> . - ' ’.41 90 - J' - ! . ;

s ' ' ’
W - . J o



When the grossest of overviews is taken, it does seem that
simple identification of pol{itical individuals amd party

affiliations ias managed by similar numbers of our respondents;

and this, regardless of the race of the local individuals in
AN

1

the questions. .. —

In the end, there are so many factors contributing to the

,___F?#g.c;néé__..f@_xgnds on’these local political knowledge questions =

that we feel that no analyses acdross vdce of politician lines
would be fruitful. It is sufficdient to say here that knowledge
of the persons in important local elected pogitions is fairly
high., As far™as we' measured it (and as common sense dictateg),
knowledge of the légis;ativg activities of these same indivi-
duals is quite—tow. It is not particularly surprising to find
éhat complicateé legal matters are less well known than media-

dominating popular o¥ficials. Lo

v
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KNOWLEDGE OF NON~LOCAL BLACK POLITICIANS

A seven item series of questions on Wave 3 addressed the subject
of knowledge of Black politicians fxom locations other than

San Francisco. We again encountered the ubiquitous problew of

" BeTe cting items of edqual difficulty 8o as to be able to us¢ 'the

local and non-local ‘scales in comparisons,

-

The obtained range of correct responses here was broad. About
three-fourths of the sample was able to name Shirley Chisholm,
but only one-fourth knew of Newark's Mayor Gibson or of Massa-
chusett's Senator Brooke's being the only Black Senator.

36. COULD YOU NAME 2 PLOPLE FROM THE CONGRESSIONAL
BLACK CAUCUS?

TWO CORRECT RESPONSES...00000000010003006%
LESS THAN VO CO)(I(I}CT. o0 as 000 008000000 690 4‘96
1 .
37. DO YOU REMEMRER THE .NAME OF THE BLACK WOMAN WHO RAN
FOR PRESIDENT IN 19727

- SHIRLEY CI'IISIiOLMo.oooooooooooooo 00007305%
k ANY OTHER NAME, DON'T KNOW. .o oo dgoee2645%

Ny 38, HOW MANY BLACK U,S. SENATORS ARE THERE?

ONE (CORIIECT(.......................28.9%
ANY OTHER NAME’ DON'T KNO"J. o 0o 0 0 0 0 ... [ ] ..71. 196

) \\ 39, COULD YOU TELL ME THE NAME OF TIHE MAYOR OF LOS ANGLLES?
TI']OMAS BRADLEY.... ooo000000000.00000'006608(}3
ANY OTIIEI{ NAME, DON'T KNO‘Vooooooooooo33 296 -

40, COULD:-YOU TELL ME WHAT POLITICAL POSI?EON JULIAN .
BOND HOLDS?

GEORGIA STATE SENATOR... o0 06V e 000000 0‘04000016
ANY OT}{E]& OFFICE DON.T KNO‘V.........G().O%
41, COULD YOU TELL ME WHO IS MAYOR OF NEWARK?

KENIQErrI‘i GlBSONo.cooco010000000000000025 2%
ANY OTHER NQMF _DBON'T KNOW.:ooososooase 14.8%




‘42, AND COULD YOU TELL ME THE NAME OF THE MAYOR OF
ATLANTA? -

MAYNARD JACKSON.evefeneonsnosonnnessssed43.2% //
ANY OTHER NAME, DON'T KNOW.....,.......SG.B% -
Even if it were possible to assume that the’local and non-local
Black politician questions were,equally difficult, there would
be some problem about comparlng the efflcacy of p0831ble sources_m”mmn
of information of these two groups Since teiev151on broad-
casts almost nothing about any of these non-local politicians,
one must infer that knowledge of themvcomes eithervfrom‘;eading
or from talking to someone who has knéwledge of them. San
Francisco publications (both-Black and non-Black) generally

provide comprehensive coverage of local figures, while nationally

distributed publications (like Ebony) frequently deal with
¥ non—locals'like the several large city mayors in the group above.
S .

" In the end, thc absolute levéls of kﬁowledge about non-local
Black politicians\seem génerally rather high, Two reasons .
seem plausible: (1) because therg are s¥ few Black politicians
that they necessarily make a big impact in the Black press:
or (2), the Black people in the sample are specifically drawn
to seeking informatiom about Black politicians out of a feeling )
of kKinship towards all Blacks. Whatever the case, there is
knowleége there. The extent that it is felated to individual R
political participatien, as it could be, will be examined later. -

o

W

s
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POLITICAL PARTICIPATION

As the data below indicate, our sample avowed only minimal
active involvement in political campaignd.

79. MANY PEOPLE ARE GETTING INVOLVED IN vanmousundemchLmﬁm“wwwvw
CAMPAIGNS, OTHERS HAVE NOT DONE SO FOR VARIOUS REASORS.

WE WOULD LIKE TO KNOW WHETIIER YOU HAVE BEEN INVOLVED IN
ANY OF THESE AUTIVITIES WIFHIN THE LAST YEAR.

. | YES  NO

A. HAVE YOU PASSED OUT LEAFLETS OR ’
OTHER MATERIALS DESCRIBING ANY . )
CAMPAIGNQOQ..’O00.0‘..0000.0.‘0000.0001208%‘0.08702?8
B. WORE A CAMPAIGN BUTTON, OR DISPLAYED '
5 ] A’SIGN OR BUMPEI{ STICKER(...Q.oooo..2008%oo07902%
¢. TRIED TO CONVINCE SOMEONE TO VOTE AS
» e . YOU PLAN TO VOTE.Q....oooooooooo00002006‘}30007904%
D. ATTENDED A POLITICAL DINNER OR -
RALLY....................'..........17.1%...82.9%
E. CONTRIBUTED MONEY TO A PARTY OR
CANDIDATE......o..........o.........lOoG%o.489.4%

Although twice as many persons said that they had worn a _
campaign button or tried to influence some other ‘person's voting
as had given m$hey to a candidate or party, the absolute numbers,

are still small. _ N

.The third wave interview contained a second set of questions
designed to tap, involvement in local community government.
The six‘questﬂons are tabulated below. S

45, NOW,.,.. JUST A FEW QUESTIONS ABQUT YOUR INVOLVEMENT 1IN

LOCAL COMMUNITY GOVERNMENT. PLEASE TELL ME [IOW OFTEN
YOU DO THL FOLLOWING THINGS. ' '

A. VOTE IN CITY ELECTIONS

VERY OFTEN...c0024.0% RARELY...e0ee0ss11.8%
OFTEN.........‘..2107% NEVER...........zO.S%
SOMETIMES e 0o oes22.1%




B, STAY INFORMED ABOUT WHO THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT
.OFFICIALS ARE?

VERY OFTEN.....ols 7% RARELYooooooooooll l%h ‘
OFTEN...........33 7% NEVER...........12 3%
SOMETIMES....\O.27 2%

C. TALK TO FAMILY, ?RIENDS AND NEIGHBORS ABOUT
LOCAL POLITICS?

VERY OFTEN......13, 5%' RARELY.¢e0eeeessl5.4%
»HOPTEN."'VU““‘IS m% NEVhRooocoooooool4 3'%““\-l
SOMETIMES.......41 4m

D. LET LOCAL GOVERNMENT OFFICIALS KNOW WIIAT YOU
WANT DONE ON ISSUES?

VERY 0FTEN.......702% RARELY..........2305%
OFTEN000000000000608%‘ NEVERooooooooooo4009%
SOMETIMES.......2106% L 4

E. LET LOCAL OFFICIALS KNOW WHEN YOU DON'T LIKE
SOMETHING THEY HAVE DONE OR HAVE NOT DONE?

[}

VEﬁY OFTEN...I...6.8% RARELY......;...23.O%1
OFTENoooooooooooo7o2% NEVER...........42.3%
SOMETIMES: s e 04420.8% '

' F.‘ WORK TO GET ISSUES YOU THINK ARE IMPORTANT
' ACCEPTED AS PRIORITIES BY LOCAL GOVERNMENT OFFICIALS?

+

VERY OF’.I‘EEN. o 060 o0 .7. 3% MR}?‘LY‘ e ® & 0 0 0 0 0015. 3% ‘\':5-
OFTEN...'.........7.3% NEVER..'........43..%‘
SOMETIMES es e s00.26.3% '
The first three items on the llst indicate that fairly large
numbers of respondents are engaglng in these behav1ors at least
occasionally; upwards of 80 percent said they voted, kept -

t jdentities, and -

informed about their government officials
discusséd local politics with friends and family. The data

show that these are more than less frequent involvements. .
' » ) BTN

+

When we examine the bottom half of the table, ‘however, we see
that these three examples of involvemént in local political
affairs are unusual amohg our sample members. Upwards.of 40
percent said-that they never interact with local officials about
issues, and 'of those who do interacttlonly a, few do so more than' |

occasionally.

“l



In one general sense, it is not surprising to find that the
apparently simpler, closer-~to-home dimensions of local politi-
cal involvement occur. more frequently ,and for more persons. -
The low levels of reported substantive contact with local
officials fit with what we anticipated. Al obvious guestion
that all these data elicit is "why the relatively high mass-
mediated contact with elegted officials, and yet the low |
pef;;nal contact with local;gavernment?"

we do not mean to suggest that-this pattern is peculiar to the
-Black adults in San Francisco. But it is abundantly clear |
that this sample says it is not acoe381ngfitself to 1qgal

govggnment. Our goncerns are ultlmately to induce Just that
cllmate that would #cilitate personal 1nteraction between

people and thelr elected oﬁflc;als.

The preseht research did not attempt to get {nto deséribing‘
the reascons behind what we afe di5cussin§‘here. We can éay,f ‘%/.
however, that the broadcast media in this area and most'othefs '
ar¥e playing only a minor role in transmitting informatlon about -
. local governmentéi affa;rs to the man and woman in. the Black ¢
communlty. “1f mediated interaction.is, as we suspect a necegw Ay
sa IJBpmecursor to personal 1nteract10n, then the flndings,’ ﬁi' °}%1
reported hgre may 1tse1f be of some use in qtlmulatlng change T
in the ex1sxmqg sltuatlon.
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INTRODUCTION TO BIVARIATE ANALYSIS SECTION

In all, the three'interriewa in\thia panel contained over
700 variables for each of 267 individuals. There were, of

course, fewer for those 57 persons who were not’ included in

project could eaaily and fruitfully occupy several man-yeaXs. .

the wave 3 sample. The analysis of the data on this sort of
Thge was not poasible in the present case, and the result\¥}

" time constraints on the project was that the analyais had to i
be selective and restricted to simple correlational levels.

With the last interviews conducted on July 28 and the coding,
editing, and program writing taking some time, the computer
outpu on even the column frequenc1es was not available until
August 12. The correlational programs wexe run on October

21 and the crosstabulations on November 5. The point of
mentioning these dates is simply that they underscore the

.rationalization for what we have done with the analysis of

*

the data.

out qf what could have been\hsed,'we selected aboué’lBO key

variables and from these fashioned the core of the Bivariate

analyses we accomplishei. 1In the correlational subprogram
of the SPSS, we generated 1,314 Pearson correlational cooffl-
cients, using 73 of the variables that were appropriate for
such an approach. In the crosstabulation progreme we ran

-there were 1,690 tables generated., This crosstabulation was

systematized so that each of 16 "key" variables was run agalnqt
each of 105 other varxiables. The key variables 1nc1uded'
ﬂkimary source of political information, reported level of
general interest ineolitics, reported frequenq:y of viewing
public televisidq, politmcal orientation, frequency of viewing
soap operas, age, occupational status, famlly imcome, education



X .o W

. : o
" " of the hoad oq:household, self-designation of aocial ciaps'
status, sex.of respondent, reglion in which the respondent was
raised, religiousity, marital status,"a scale -of Black iden-
tity, and a participation index (completion of all waves of
interviewing or just part of them). The other variables are
included in the accompanying list of “computer codes°" this 7
code list is designed to cilitate additional analysis which o
may be undertaken in the immediate future’ by researchers.or

other interested parties. )
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$0ME BIVARIATE RELATIONSHIPS: N\

EVALUATIONS OF THE BLACK SITUATION COMEDIES

b

(%
- [N . -

In order to assegs different pereona' general attitudes towurde

'°-“Godd Times" "and - "éanfordm.nd Son," we examined how the. sixteen

kQ{‘variables were croestabulated against the individual ratings

for each show. ,Only a few of the variables in the "Good Times"

set werd significantly assocjated according to the nonparametric

Chi Squatre and/or Kendall's Tau b. Educational hcbievement .

as tabulated in 11/4/p374 ‘shows a 8idnificant'negative relation;

ship (x2 = 39, d.f. = 20, p = (.005).. Even though the distri-

butions of evaluations are strongly skewed towards the positive

at all educational levels, the tendency is less marked for

the, persons with relatnvely high education. ’

Another variable which we found to be associated with the '3

evaluation of "Good Times"' was the‘respondent's self-designatioh

of soc1al class., The direction was towards the higher social

classeq making slightly 1ess favorable eVaIUations of this K
l program. A likely speculation is that the dxssonance between

" the obviously low social—economic class of the ‘characters on

the brogram aAd the respondent's perception “of hié/her own

ciasklis responsible for this resulte (See Taple 11/4/p474.)

. v

[N « .
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Affiliation with a re}igious group also seemed to ‘be assoqéatod-.,

with one's rating of "Good Times," with x2 significant at the
p.= (.03 level. There was evidence.of a slight tendency for
religious persons tO'rate the-show'higher than nOn—religious.
persons (see Table ll/4/p703) Aqain, it seems plausible R
that the content of thé show, espec1ally the strong orality
themg espoused by the female lead,s is what makes fqr this
rel&tionship. Tnis argument is supported'whendtﬁe'associationf
| a I

7’



between religiouaity and\the "Sanford" rating is examined.
This distinctly areligiout show is rated more positively (althdugh

not significantly so) by the non-religious respondents.

v ’*

The one additional nonparametric relationship whdch should be
noted here is between the respondents' political orientation
and their evaluption of "Gbod Times." Persons who identified
themselves as 'left" politjically rated the program less posi-
tively than thbse on the other end of the scale. (See Table ”
11/4/p568. );.
aigniflcant,
were skewed heavily in theé direction of poait;ve evalaations, -

ven though this association was statistically
it should be reiterated that the responses generally

regardless of politrc&l preference,  One might posit that the
few persdns who actually appraised'the Bhow negatively were
'~ the "radicals" of the sample, but even of the ten percent who.
" checked the left-most, space on the poIiticel identification .
4sca'le". most.rated "Good Times" at least “"pretty good." Again
~ we have. ev1dence bf tHe overall inclipation to perceive any
> . Black—related content on TV as positive ~ even if nbt as ggod
as it_might be. : -
. ‘ , B | } ’ '
' "As might have been expected the obtained relationship between ,ﬁ
the age of the respondent and the evaluation' given to "Good
Times" is 81gnificynt ‘and positive (Kendall'p Tau h = .14,
. p =< .004s Yable 11/4/pl66). Older persons tended moxre often
to give this show the most positive rating possible, while moxe

younger respondents were more reserved with their superlatives.;'
¢ . ‘ : \

L4

4

The intérval level. variables against wh;%h we correlated evalua-
* tions of "Good’ Times" revealed several nterestiné'relationships.
\ . The previously noted crosstabulation findings were supported

by the Pearson treatment on age.and social class designition.
“'Further, peraons who tended to rate "Ogod Times" more positively

were also identified as lacking general Jtrust in television's

» ) . ’ . »




. ) . .
‘treatment of Blatks, but at the same.time, viewing news and
_public affairs programing relatively more often. They reported
too a fairly extensive exposure to campaigﬁ'nawa on TV and personal
involvement in local'community gbvernme?t affairs., T

. . .
« [ . . +

“Sanford'and Son" is, of course, a very different television
show than "Gboq Times" even though both enjoy large.audiences
(ihcluding mostly the same persons) within our own San Francisco
sample and ‘in other areéas as well. Even ‘{f there may be basic

* commonalities of racial cénte*t social clqss, tragic-comedic ‘

format, etc., there are diatinct differences evident . in the plot
content apd the life styles of, the characters. The r?ligion/.- ¢
‘morality issue mentioned above is ohe of these.
Pefhapé because of these differences, our .sample apﬁareﬁtly
Wwas readting to- "Sanford and Son® in distinctive ways that are
partly xeflected in the analyses discussed below., The crosstabu-
lations pérfgrmed|on.the "sSanford qnd Sen" rating yielded only
a few.sﬁatisticélly significant relationships. : As yith "Good ‘
Times," age was related positively to, the ratings here; oldexr
persons ag?in rated the show.more posit;vély'than youhger ones
. $Kendall's Tau b = .14, p =¢ .003). Occupational status was.
ihverdely related to the ratings with -the persons at the lower
end of the scale showing a aignificant.téhdency to rate the '
show more positively-than those at the upper end {(Kendall's
Tau b = -,16, p.= <.00}l). Family income, wh%gh is, of tourse,
related to occupational status as we have defined it, was found
to be. related to the ratings for "Sanford and Son". in a signifi-
cant. negaqive direction’. (x2 = 44, d.f. =28,p =<. OZ-_Kendall' .
Tau b = -,13, p =< .005)., As also expected,” and consistent‘
with the:;bove, educationa; achievqunt was inversely .associated
with’ the ratings at the relatively strong_ statistical levels of
x2 = 61, d.£. = 20, p =<.001; Kendall's Tau b = -.18, p = .00L.

\ The final “"status” variable was also inversely related to the
\‘ ‘| . - . *
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.evaluationa here with x2 = 55, d.f. = 20, p ={ .001 and

Kendall's Tau b = -,15, p = {(.001 on the self-designation of
soclial class variable. The above relationships are tabulated .
in 11/4/pll3, pl68, p320, p375, and p435, respectively.
' . o ' ‘

The correlational analyses which were performed on the ratings
Adata from "Sanford'and Son" corroborated the demographic asso~‘
ciations which we have mentioned above; that ‘is, age was
related to. positivity of_evaluatiné the ‘program, and edueatiom,
family income, and social class Qere significantly related . 7,

' to ratings in an inverse direction. As was the case with "Good

Times," we found statistigally sound relationships between tﬁis

rating and campaign viewing amounts and frequency of view1ng
news in general, There was also the negative relationship again

:between rating and a scale of trust in telev1sion 8 treatment
.of Blacks. It was a bit anomalous to find ‘that despite the

latter expression of non-trust in ™, the gsame persons' ‘wdre

: calculated to have pOSltlve correlations between their ratinq

of "Sanford and Son" and the degree to which they reported
felying on TV for news of the Black community. we have, of
course, noted this previously, but the use of the medium in

‘thé face of an expression of low faith in 'its- treatment of Blacks

is hard to reconcile. JPerhaps the exidtence of at least é
few Black newspersons on TV as contrasted tp no identifiably
Black reporters on the large daily newspapers‘ staffs is what
makes .for this situat:on.

Beveral other siénificant Pearson r's round out the picture

we have been drawing. There were positive relationships found
between the "Sanford" rating and\four ot%cr politically relevant
indicators: they were involvement ' in local community govern—
ment affairs, attention paid to political advertisements: on TV,
diatrust of polidticians in general, and expressing a :ight ~-leaning
political,position. ~

.
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In aum, we see that liking €ach of thnae TV shows is more in- .

. .tenae among the older, less advantaged peraons "dn the aample.
Since the content of neither show is directly political, the
tendenciea\for high ratings to vary positively with political
involvement. and media use {ndicators may be just artifacts'of

‘some thi;d variable relationships._ It has been euggested that '

. the relatively higher liking for these shows among those who
80 reported may\be a function of a generational expectation or:
tolerance level as well as anything else. The vlder (less
advantaged) Blacks have a frame Bf mass media reference which
spans the "Amos 'n.Andy" and. "Buelah" eras. They may be able
to see progress (albeit very gradual) personified in the
appearance of Esther Rolle and Redd Foxx on the tube playing
‘parts with reality and empathky integrally built ieto their
characters. The upward—mobile, younger,.betteryoff set sees
only that what they are offered is not enough to suit the
"progress now" ethic that the '60'5 introduced to the Black -

lexicon. It, of course, can only be an interesting speculation
" at this point whether today's youth will mellow in their medla'

tastes as yesterday's youth apparently have.

"\. .
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MAIN SOURCE OF INFORMATION ABOUT- BLACKS
AND THE BLACK COMMUNITY: BIVARIATE ANALYSIS ,
| e . g T
The question which cenerated the analyses in this section
‘ appeared about half wayt;hrough the initial. interview; it was |
'preceded by sections that dealt with the Black-focused comedy
shows on the TV nétworks. tHe news/public affairs shows both
on public television and locally originated, and a long series
about Black magazines and newspapers. The intention behind -
placing the pivotal media choice question at this location
.~ was to confront the respondent with a final problem he had
* already been considering for at least 20 minutes. The form of
tnepquestion was open-ended, In & word, we simply wanted an
unadulterated answer to a query that we felt had a great deal
of potential for. being affected by extrpneous influences within
the interview situation. It will be recalled that the mass
'media as a group were designated by fewer than half the sample
as being their main source of information (see Wave 1, Question 47).
The segments to follow will address the matter of what kinds of
persons aelected which media for finding about their people and
their community. B '

o As anéiCipatéé, the reliance/use patterns in the area of general
political information-seeking were, aésociated with the media
fchosen for the purpose under disou381on here. . These have been
discussaed at some 1engtk,insthe section on "Primary sources of

. informa on about politics." .'In sum, the Table 11/4/p29
‘showed hat those persons who designated one mass medium or

LS * the other: for paditical information-seeking purposes al o tended
“ ‘to refer to the same medium as their primary input t0462ws of
the Black’ community. i : - ‘ >\;_‘ . o ' |

-V,
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When the age of the respondent was erosstabulated against the
aource—of-Black-community information, ‘another significant
/ | nonparametric association was obtained. Table 11/4/p138 ghows
. o that several interesting dynamics were taking place as age .
.)/ level ingreased. There was, for example, a marked fncrease\}nL
- 'the percentages designating TV as theirgprimary source of
"d.nformatior& after fifty. 1In fact, the two younger age brackets .
are also éimilarly higher than.are- the mid:ragge ages, We
o - have already suggested that the aging process and its’ inev1ta\}¥'
) lowered mobility, as well as’ the observed inverse relationship
between age and educatjonal achievement are likely contributors
-Vto this situation. Almost the opposite phenomenon seems to be
happening in the newspaper by age association: there is rela-
tivqly less naming of this medium among the young and the older
persong, and the mid-range seems to rely on it most emphaticalla
Although .we cannot judge without making additional analysis,
it sceoms likely that thege two major media are probably func- - .
tienal substitutes for each other but not for othexr mass oY
interpersonal modes of communication. As age increased, rela-
tively fewer persons reported that’ their primary “source of 3 .
information about the community was "friends." ,Unfortunateky,
Fhe modal category among the communication media turned out to
be non-analyzable:: while many of ‘the “other" references were ¢
recalled to be non-personal acquaintances, there is simply not’

'J’_4

sufficient precislion to presume to explain how age is: acting

s with this variable, °

. Pamily incqme showed an interesting association when cross--
tabdlated.against'thé‘respondent's choice&bf a community .

information medium, 'Looking at the major media and at'"friendsLj_;,

we can obserxrve that the pervons who chose - television had a

median dincome of abput $7 000 the few whose major information

source wats radio had $5 000; the newspaper group reported about

$9, OOO° and the "friends" group had something lespg than $4,000. o,

c L4
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.overrepresented, T

¥

The large-numbqia in the unclassified "other" group also fell -

at the sane low level as the “friends." ,Once again, it is

. distinctly possible that a generally’consistent relationship

between education, preferred intake-mode (Chi Square = 43,
da.f. = 30, p =< .06) and family indome is what i being reflected

in these data. ;

LJ

While the association between sex and the chosen mode of in-
forming one's self about the Black community fails to reach
the levels of significance that we established, it came close
(X =12, d.f, = 5, p = ; ¢ .05), Proportionately more women

designated TV as thedr chosen medium'héfe,.and they also were
e "friends" aategory..

more heavily represented than men on t
- \ ' ’ : ,

Religion too failed to meet the statistical levels we wanteq,

but at p = {. 066, it is worth notlng that TV was dispropor=-

tlonately select‘f by those who were of Bome religious faith

" and, at the same tlme, "friends" wergq more frequently c1t°d

by the non-religious persons in our sample.

The final breakdown 4o report as B;gnificant here was marital,
status. Although the number of widowed persons was small,

they represented a proportionately high percentage of those
who named TV as their main source of information about the .

Black community. Age and loneliness no doubt contribute to ~
this. finding. Among those whose choice of a medium was
newspapers, the single and separated gfoﬁps were substantially ,

'underrepresented whi{:azfz married and divorced groups were -
he

ercent of the sample who chose
"friends" as their main source of information contains a higher
than expected propoxtion of divorced persons yet a lowexr than
expected proportion of separated. Interpreting the differences
between these latter two groups is difficult at best, and we 1
shall not attempt it without further research. ‘

-
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) L RELIANCE O TELEVISION FOR NEWS ) - (

OF THE BLACK COMMUNITY: BIVARIATE ANALYSIS

On the face of this question, it makes little sense even to
~ask how .a Black sample from San franeisco_could.re}y on tele-
vision for newsa of the Black community. The' absolute amount_‘
of news of Black people or of their neighborhoods is miniscule.’
One can only speculate about the reasons fer.thia( but, by any
_casual examination, it is a fact. Nevertheless, it was -
desirable to attempt to assess how much our sample relied on
. what telev191on coverage there was for what information they
R each sought about -their own community. Several interesting
findings eame out of this series of analyses. '

Not surprisingly, there was a statistically significant finding
when reliance on TV was run against the list of primary sources
designated for getting information about political issues.
. Table 11/4/p27 shows that the persons who reported using TV as
‘ ' their source of polltical information‘?some 27 percent of- the
total sample) were much hlgher on reliance.on TV for news of -
their own community as well. This may lend some credence to
the suggestlon we have made elsewhere. that certaln persons in
this sampYe tend towards using certaln medla for all thelr

L)
- . ’ I}

news/lnformat}on-seeklng. ' .
‘ 4 v
" Age“was also systematically related to rellance on TV for news
of the community. -One could p031t that thc relative immobility
';' that comes with 1ncrea51ng age would be responsible for the

elders' greater reliance on TV as contrasted either to other
less pexsonal mass media or to direct personal'contact. In
San Francisco, however, the very popular Sun Reporter is, by

J nature of its coﬂtrolled c1rculatlon status, probably available
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to every One of our raspoannts» one would expéct this intengau.giis‘“

coverage weekly to be the mass medium { t was; see Question.
#B7). Whatover the case, our ‘Pable. 11/4 37 ahows that’ ‘as age
increapes ‘p the mid-range reiisnce on Tviﬁor Black community

news. decreases slightly, but then starts increasing again at j[t;;yaf-*

'the higher age, brackets.,-:_ .-;;,*t.f;_ jf'"'ﬂi;.” L

While neither income nor job status was. found related Qo . 'T'ﬂ;

reliance on TV,”we see in TabLe 11/4/p344 that educational R

achievment was. smgnificantly associated, by the nonparametric'

statistics that we. usejé ‘The strong. Kendall's Tau b of -.23 R
Q"

Qunderlines the case th the hore highly educated tended’ todrely
less and less.on telev1sion for news of their commnnity._ Soime -
part of this pattern may be an artifact of ‘the same kind of" '
negative attitudes towards television that often come out in
geheral sample surveys;pf tNe more educated. Alternatively, .
it may simply be that the more ucated are simply able to
discriminate better about ‘the quality of this particular sourcgﬁgb

. of this particular kind of information because of their hroader

media exposure. Perhaps the element of reading facility, ﬁﬁﬁcﬁ

is pmeoumably a correlate of higher educational achievement, o
may be allowing the use of written information sources. by this L
group while the older, less educated rely more heavily ‘on the '
spoken communications that‘teleVision features almost exo%usively.
‘The fingi\interestind crosstahulation in this series was that
which ran reliance on TV against the state in which the res—"

‘pondents said they were raised. Table 11/4/p629 shows thrt the'_',

one- quarter of the sample from ‘ke deep South weére very different
than all the others. 1In general,
'they tended to be much mo “¢han the others on television-
for news of their community fact, the marginally signifi-
cant. finding invélving frequency of viewing Belva Davis' local
show was probably attributable to disproportionately high

in their reliaqpe pattern

-
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numbers of Boutherner>‘viewing the show frequently. ‘One other
- likely contributor to this utato—raised/reliance-on-TV finding '

is that éﬂucation was aubstantiglly lower among the southern~ '

. raised persons in. the aample, and this would, of course, aupporti

the hyppthesis that’ they would use an information medium
geared o tqlking rather than to reading. '

©

L . _’
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+ «In thoSe éazes where the 1eve15 of measurement contained in

the questiong were suitaSIe, we submitted the data to a sbries
of correlational anaiyses complemeritary . to the ones described
above, Some relationships were assessed’ both ways. For - example,-
age was related to reliarice on TV for news of the Black comn,

Jmunity at the 1eve1 r = ,23, p = (.001, Education was found

to yield an r of -.29, p =(.001l., Each of these adds to the
credibility of the nonpaxametric tests noted above, and the

pair aré congruent with each other. Younger, better educated
_ persons have the built-in distrust éf all social institutions...
the mass media among them. Beyong)xhese confirmations, we also

found that the scale of gnowledge of national Black political

-figures was inversely related-to reliance on TV (r = -,30,
o =<,001). This implicitly suggests that TV was not the

gource from which the knowledge of national Black political

figures derived

A scale computed to measure jﬁ&pt in television was found to

be correlated to the reliance—onuTV variable at the riz*-.Zl
level (p = < .001). Since our.sample had a basic dissatisfaction
with the news on TV, then it makes .sense to accept the explana-
tion that as reliance on TV increased‘(and presumably usage
increased with reliance) satisfaction and its natural concomi-
tant, trust, would tend to diminish,

It is not so easy, though, to fit into this same picture the
significant correlation-(r = .22, p =( .002) between reliance

IS
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on TV and-Breadth of viewing general news and pubiic affairs
programing. A more facile explanation mibht be that as one o~
relies more on TV for one kind of news, the tendency is to use

it for seeking other kinds  of news as well, THis seems to be
supportive of -the.three news exposure variables below. as they

'Yelated positively with the reliance-on-TV responses. We

found reliance related‘to retrospective' campai viewing
i ‘N . : ,
amounts ‘(r = ,19), prospegtive campaign v#gwing (xr =f,18),

and local news.viewing frequency (rlé ;12, p = (.03). o R

, % : '

An interesting“question is raised here about the Black

'chmunity coverage “offered by KOED, the‘public station in the

City. This station alsa airs the other Black shows that come

. ovex the public TV service lines. It may be the combination

of these several inputs that results in the f!%ding that reliance
on TV (in gerferal) for news of the community’ was inversely

_related to reported frequency of viewing anything on KQED

(x = =,16, p =£.,004), The logic is circuitous here: we can

speculate that the peculiarities of public TV .viewers include .
heavier than’normal reliance on reading &even though edpcationl
was not related to freguency of viewing'thelpablic station for

- -

our sample).

. The final significant correlational coefficieng we cenerated

on this reliance variable was with~the evaluation given fox the
generally popular "Sanford and Son;" r = 17-p = < ,002, We

had earlier picked up data to indicate that one of the appeals .
of this show was its realistic "tells it. like it is" quality.
Even though "Sanford" clearly does .not provide news of the San
Francisco community, it does not seem out of place to impute to
each of these types of Black-foqused programs a common element

of "relevance." . S RN
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X o !, 110 . e



DESIRE FOR MORE BLACK PROGRAMING.

ON TELEVISION: BIVARIATE ANALYSIS -

-
\ &

Of the three- éuarters.of our sample which h&d aaiﬁ that they
wanted to see a lot more Black shows on television' and the
other 20 percent who wanted at least a few more and even among
the few who expressed satisfaction with the way television is
in this regard, we: found no significant differencés on any

of the blvariate analyses we, undertook. The descriptive

Trgtatistics ‘make the-general- poxn&~as clearly as it is possible

in this so7t of research. Redardless of education, or family
income, or/political interest, or any of the other dimensions
of which we took measurements, all segments of the.community

vant more television directed at Black life styles.



.
!

. N s . . .
THE ﬁELVA.DAVIS.SHOW: BIVARIATE ANALYSIS

N

" important in aaaesuingrits television needs and wants as t
. commonalities that all Blyck communities across the nation

In many'ways the uniqueneag/of each. Black community is as NS
h

A
share. Since one.of the two Black-focuaed television programs
originating in the Bay Araa during dur rescarch had expressed

. interest in airing a segment-:'on this project as a part of its

community ‘news aection, we endeavored to find out something
more_thnn.the bare numbers. about what the audience was for

" this show.

.

It has been shown, in looking again at the deacriptive section

of this paper, that the cumulative ("tgﬂ@-in-sométimes") audience

for the show was large (about 80 percent): at the same time,
far fewer persons reported that they watched reguigrly and
frequently (less than'one-quarter reported either "often" or
"very often" viewing). _The ratings of the show by our respon-

dents were consistent and very high° these may, in retrospect,f

have been tapping more,ef/a "projective™ than a realistic

dimension of responsé. That is, they may have been feeling .
a need to be positive about a show that was perceived as being

directed at their own community.

with all of this, it seemed that it Qould be useful tc conduct
a series of analyses.of what kinds of persons fell into the
various frequoncy-of-viewing categories. For obvious reasons,

the frequency question was chos®n as a more uninflated measure

of interest in the show than.was the straight evalpative form.’

™ b

The results of running this frequency variable againpt the
basic 'list of fifteen others yielded not a single significant

' . Tt x
-
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relationahip. Aﬁbarently, none of these variablea has anything )

to do with how thc'audioﬁco for "All Together Now" is composed

One might expect that relationehips could bé found aAmong others
of our variables, but this pnalysis will be deferred until '
later. In passing, it is perhaps worth noting that the Belva
‘Davis show was cancelled for an indefinite period sometime'
shortly aftgr 6ur research was conducted., In Autumn 1976 - it

T

returneglto thg air o™ an irri?ula:'basis. co . . -
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WHO WATCHES LOCAL, NATIONAL NEWS, AND CURRENT EVENTS SHOWS?
The most obvious use that’ the anjywers to these queations could
. serve for the present projéct would be to provide inputs that
could ultipately help maximize the efficiency of .the various .

A ’\(erms of communicatinq infoqmation to, ‘the Black. community.

19

-

14 N v

_We are here pointipg beyond'the iqsqe of what Rinds of persons
use what different media for what kinds of information or '
‘.antartainment.purpobag. . This section is restricted to a basic
analyéis of how the several kinds of TV's "har@"'informatioﬂ -
-  programing types draw different audiences from the broad spectrum
of people that mike up the community. The series of bivariate
analyses discussed here is cfjilered such that each of the focal
independent Variables® rél;

1onshipé‘to the criterion variables
is. treated in turn, )

The first relationship ex;m}neé:was between the news viawing i
ffequebcy variables and the categofical variable, ."primary,
source of information about politics." Neither of the national
: . types of ahows ("Crpﬁkite s News“ or "Sixty Minutes") was
differentially viewed by groups who selected the various ‘
primary sources of political information. There was, however,'
a significant nonparametric association with the variable
"frequency of viewing local news." But given that this research -
. was condp&ted at a time when the national.news picture was -
heavily laced with political materials, it seems peculiar that
.../ the TV orientéd group did not deviate noticeably in any, of the
three cases from, say; the newspaper oriented group. In factc
these two major mass media weré used very similarly, and it was

the interpersonal category ("talking to someone..,') that showed

114




up moat di-crepent from: the others.
As we havo said in other sections of this paper, there is some
evidence that, as far as obtaining information about relqvant
o thiﬁhé (e.g.. politica or*neéws of the Black community), mass
media .users meem more .like dach other, regardless of whether
4+ "they choose broadcast or print media, thaln they appear like
o .tﬁoae‘who prefer to get their information from informal, personal

~ adurces, = . . | - " o

-~

Y

when the second set of andlyses,‘the—neya viewing.frequenciee
vs. level of general interest in‘bolitics was exAmined, a sort
o! reversal of the-preceding was: ebeerved. That is, there were .
relatively strong associations obtqinod with each of the nationally
_ oriented news/current events programs, but the reported frequency
\ of viewing local news was unrelated to interest in politics.
In both tables 11/4/p114 and 115, the strength of the positive
seociations between viewing frequency and interest .in politics
~ (Kendall's Tau of 18 and .19, both p=¢,0001) were the complete
reversal of the local table which showed virtually no aseo~

ciation whatever.

_ The .simplest explanation, to. reiSerate“what also appears else-
o where. is that sources of national and local political matters .
and levels of "interest in the two concepts do not follow con-
_sistent patterns. An abiding reason for the failure of political
interest to relate to viewing of local news i# that the subject
. . " matter that would naturally feed a desire for information
about politics in general simply does not appear on local nevs
programing. In fact, the local news shows, which typically
precede the national programs. assiduously avoid most of the
“redundancies that such coverage would contain. ~ '

b ’

4 . | ey o ' ;




\'\ -

LN : - ‘\'
Age of respondant is ahown in tablea ll/4/‘p168. 9, '70 to be
positively related to news viewing at fairly atrong levela of _
~association by the nonparametric statistics we used. When Cov
natiqnal news: is considered, waq found that the older respondents

L

were groupéd at the highest ends of the frequency-of—viewinq
ecaler a lesher tendency towards viewing national news was found
among the younger groups, although even ?gre, upwards of 40
percent of the under-40 groups reported tching national '\

news 'at least "ofter." '

This same sort of old age/veryvfrequent—viewing pattern and
youth/rarely-viewing concomitant again shows up in the data

--on "current. events" shows (e. g., "$ixty Minutes"). ' The major
dlstinction we found when 1ldoking at the figpres for local news -
viewing was that at all age levels there was, more reported
viewing; the positive relationship isészply more marked\rt the

upper age levels.

A number of attempts have been made at explaining the general
phenomenon of age being positively related to reliance on or,

even éeneral use of television. At this point, let it suffjce

to say that a most clear way to get information out to the

older persons in:thia.éan Francisco_aanple would be to Jet it

out as televised news - or at least in the time context of whatever
other information is being. broadcast on the kinds of shows we

: cited_here. .Putting together the relatively higher'marks'for?
attention. that local news proqraming has won and the reality that
locally oriented information (e.g., social servyice access ,
advice) may be most effective when placed with other locally
oriented materials, the potential value of the local news show

ia obviously great. '

As interesting as the significant findings dealing“with age are

‘ .
. .
\ -
, i . .
’ v 1] .
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g ‘ the‘;ggg of significaptly different news viewing frequenties
M found'betweén’aamplo members of different edﬁcqtional levels,
family incomesJfaelf-deéignnted-aocial class status, or sexes.

. Apparently the typical f!ndings that classify general populations
as to théir "print" or "broadcast"(@rientationa (which findings |
often include high correlations with education .and its concomi-'
t&nts, income and socia} class) do not find application when
this sample of San Francisco Black people is concerned Thér\\\;\ .
degreea of théir Teported use of the general newa that ™ "offers _
are seemingly common over all the uaual demographlc variableg '

L)

L}

~

save age. . ' S

N A}

~Contrary to khat we have reportea above, a number of statis-

K tically significant findings were obtained when the summed
. index repr'senting the four news vicwing frequency'variables-
was run agdinst other critical variables. (Note'that hexre we '
L . have added back the previously omitted.question on "interview

shows like 'Mecet the Press.'") . ‘

’ L
. . Among the likely antecedents to media exposure yvariables, for
example, .we found "breadth of news viewing" to‘59~cofrelated to
- reliance on TV for news of the Black community ‘at the r= ,22
’{ level (with p=<(.001). So, too were there significant relation—
shipa with both the political interest variables: general )
.- interes‘iat the r= .23 level and local politics interest at
“r= .16 (both with p=<.01).. Consistent with the emphasis on
local'neﬁs viewing that appeared in the comparisons of the
basic deScrlgtive statistics on these four news viewing questions,
we see a relationship here with the scale of degree of involve-
ment ‘in local community government issues (r= ,28: pn(.OOl).
e . .
Since, as we have said several times, much of.the content of
* television at the time of tEPS research was political in nature,‘

~ -
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it is hardly a surprise to note that the vieWwing”of news i"

CI
- »”
)

related to several political campaign viewing vaxiables. We ‘
calculdte uignificant correlatipvs here with both retro-» - ~
spective (r-.29) and prospective campaign. news viewing

(x= .35). as well as with retrospective reported reading about

the campaign of 1976 {r= .30). Each of the questions designed - .
to measure the step beyond simple exposure, i.e., degree\of _
attention paid to political content on TV, showed up signlficantly
related to the overall exposure .variable; attention paid to -
\political qdvertising (r= .25) and attention paid, to other

fpolitlcal conbents on television (also 25)\ \

+ s -

.
- .
. - s

A-clearly significant (ph( 001) but not eXCeedingly strong

’relatiO“Shlp (r= .14) was 'generated when KQED viewing frequenty B

and, the news lbreadth index were run together. We might impute

this in part to the previously noted-emphasis this local station

‘gives to San Francisco centered issues, espenially polltlcal ones,
F _ / . ‘ |

Two additional correlations,here are a bit og a puzzle. As.

fréquency of viewing news increased, so did reported evaluations

~of the two "Black comedies" the national.networke were running

at the time of the field work in Spring 1976. Perhaps this is
a function of both r's between average weekly viewing time &nd
news viewing index (r= ,18) endw#he presumed (i.e., not tested)
r between frequency of viewing any show and evaluation thereof.

_ That is, if one watches alot of television, some respectable

portion of it is bound to be news programing. We feel that this
is shert of being an -adequate ‘analysis, but cannot offer a '
better one at this point. ‘ '

As a final curious point. we have found a slightly pos;tive )
correlation betwéen news v1ewing amount and a tendency towards
_reporting one's own political position as being "moderate" or

L3
. f ) . \
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even: ridhﬁ“of moderate; put'anothe: w&y (naceas&ry because of T
thd way ‘the: political position bcale—was presented to the
reapéhdents),;the farther one placed himaalf from the-"left"
interval in a.five spacé scale, ‘the Nigher his score on the

L

newa\viewing frequency index.

Y
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Interest in local politics is admething which we gave rather
slight emphasis throughout ouxr survey. The hajor reason was
thatja No r 2975 municipal election, while replete with
1ntense contesta and issues, was, after all, fiyve months into
history by the time we were in the field. The 1976 ‘primary
election ballot had virtually nothing of intereet on the strictly
local level. aking even implicit comparisons between interest
in national and local politics with this iﬁgquity of immediacy
built in would.be unwise, and we thus chose to defer the
‘loéal'tssue until some later work. dJust for the record, though,
the abstract .question of local political interest obtained
the following results in the May - June interviewing.

VERY INTERESTED. 20.2% UNINTERESTED . cceee«9.7%

' INTERESTED: s+ +¢143.8% - VERY. UNINTERESTED: . 4.9% .. .. ...
NEQTRAL.OOOOOOO.ZJ-O% : : : '
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TRUST IN TELEVISION: BIVARIATE ANALYSIS ‘

-

. )

To the, extent that the use of television may or may not Ye

. related to the potential the medium has for influencing one's
/ attitudes or behaviors, we felt it necessary { to exMmine how

our sample felt about this dimengion of what they saw on TV,

The deries of questions that déglt with this issue was presented

about half-way through the tpltial,interview. As had been the -
. case in several other media use areas, we inquired here too Q
about trust in newspapers; the point was to impose a sé;se-of
relativity and thus to mitigate the expectéd hypercritical

" nature of abstract comments about telev181on. Again, the scale

RO —— et E  aia

we have labelled "trust in telev181on" was summed from three
questions; the focus on these shifted from the general (TV pex
se) to a content type (TV news) to a race~spec1f1c type (Tv

news of the Black commnunity). .

The analysis of the relationship between trust in television
and a variety of usage measures revealed several interesting
_findings.' Of the couple of dozen relationships which tested as
significant via either the hendall's Tau b or Pearson' 8 Cor-
relation method, most were 1nverse relatlonshlps. Not surprlsing}y,
choice of the medium for obtaining polltlcal information was
significantly assoc1ated with trust in TV when submitted to

' the Chi Square test (X = 527 d.f., = 30, p =< .008). But a look
at table ll/5/p40 shows that the 81gn1f1cance does not dermve
from the TV using group's evincing more trust in telev1smon
than any of the other groups. In fact there are no real dif--
ferences betyeen the TV and newspaper using greups at all. .
There is someg;endency. however, for both the radio using group
and the persons who prefefred to get their political information
from friends to trust TV more than the sample as a whole. We

12 *
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have commeﬁted elsewhere on this peculiar phenomenom of TV
users trusting the medium less and less the more they see it.
o |

The same Sort of negative association waa'obseryed when general
“interest in politics was\crosstqbulated~against'tﬁe scale of
trust l% televiéion. while the largest numbers of respondents
were grouped at” the middle p01nts‘of each of these variables,
there were also slgniflcaﬂt groups at the: hlgh-interest/low~T0—
‘frust and the lowJinterest/hlgh-TV-trustf&ells of Table ll/S/pSSa

The association between age and trust in TV was also in the same
old as the precedlng, the vast majority of the sample was on
Qhe mldp01nt of the trust distribution, but there were enough
" older persons who had, low trust to establlsh an overaIl nega-
~tive relatlonship (see Table "11/5/pl30).

None of*the other nominal variables except educational schicve-
ment of the head of-the housechold was signifipantly-relgtcé to
tfgst in TV. For reasons that are a bit difficult to understand,
education #hrned out to be positively related to txust; (Ken-.
dall's Tau b = 15, p = <(.001). The ové%all assoc1atigﬁ seems
to come frqm the observed tendencies towards the lesg educated
to cluster at the lower end of the trust continuum and the some-~-
what more educated to cluxsteér. towards the slightly hlghel end.

As the Table (ll/5/p400)
on the education variabl dev1ated from. the center of the trust’
distribution. oy P

ows,. very few of the top end persons .

In turning~to the set of correlational analyses we made on
trust in TV, a more conslstent, albelt no less problematlcal

-

set of results obtalned )

Confirming the asseciations-tested by nonparametric-methodsy'we
found . here that age correlated negatively with trust in TV

~ap



S o " (r = «,20) and education correlated poBi#iley (x = ,17).
- Both are significant at p -_(.001{ '

L Y

>

The ;cale of Black idenélty, reduced to. three items from its
original ten, was found to correlate with trust in TV at a

weak but significant .09 (p = (.05). A parallel finding was

the somewhat stronger relationship with the scale of knowledge

‘ of Black political officials; (r = .13, p = (.03). One might

_ : .explain this lattér result as being a function of the like)lihood
‘ that television is the best source where news relating to this
subject area is available (as opposed to the feature materials
that Black magazines frequently print on these politicians).

’ " Among the several measurements we made of our respondents'
exposure to-the mass media and to specific types of centent,
) a set of six variables were all found to be inversely related .
‘K\ _ to trust in television. The scale of frequency of viewing the
¢ . © three types of news programing (the so-called "breadth of'news
| viewing" scale) correlated negatively at the r = -,23 level.
® S0 too did retrospective campaignvviewing (r = -,16) and.
reading (r = -.20), attentien to political advertising on TV
_(r = -,18), attention to other political issues on TV (r = -.16),
and prospective campaign viewing estimates (r = -.38). The
atrength of the latter relationship may be based on the logics
thgt the levels of distrust in past and present are likely-tc™
presage even greater levels of distrust in the future. This

Comi

may be especially true if one knows that the amount of televi-
sion's involvement in the campaign is only bound to increase
froﬁ%Spfing through Autumn of a general election year.
Trust in TV was also revealed to correlate negatively with
three nqn-media, politically relevant variables: these were
" general interest in politics (r = -.20), interest in local -
' politiog (xr = -.16), and a scale of six items we summed and:

“::'.‘ .. \ . . sy
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labelled "involvement in local community government" (r -“;.23).

The final points were a most interesting additional pair of ,
obtained significant relatitnships. Both the evaluation of
"sanford and Son" and"Good Times" were negatively correlated
with trust in TV; the former at r = -.20 and the latter at
"r = -.18. We can think of several ways these‘correlations
could be interpreted. The most straidhtforwaré may be this:
although evaluations of these two "Black comedies" are generally
high, the programs are primarily performing purely “entertain-
ment" functions. Our speculation is that the respondents, )
in evaluating these comedies positively while expredbing little
trust in television and TV news, were simply making different
.ratings of two {for them) different dimensions of the concept
"trust." Another angle on this may be worth noting: that is,
despite the good evaluations the Black comed.Ps received, there .
was a-great demand for "more Black programing" (73 percent of

" .the sample so said), ‘

There is implicit support for the above reasoning when one
examines the -.21 corrélational coefficient. between trust in

TV and reliance on TV for news of Blacks and the Black com=-
muq}ty. This last is a telling piece of evidence, we feel.
Overall, the responses on this reliance question indicated that
‘the medium is not perceived as a reliable news source for thé
community: other evidence leads us to conclude that the rela-
tively low reliability stems from the lack of performance

(i.e., too little coverage) rathcr than from errors of commission.
In the end and viewed quantitatively, the medium per se serves
poorly the information needs of the\people in the Black community.
when it does provide them with’ programing that fits their needs/

either.for entertainment or for hard information, it is evaluated -

poaitively and (probably) with some hesitation.\

v . ¢
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GENERAL INTEREST IN POLITICS
SUMMARY OF CORRELATIONAL FINDINGS

-1

L}

How can a meaningful and broad interest in politics be developed
among Black Americans’ in the mid-1970's? It is to this immensely
important and complex question that the present research was ',

ultimatelywadaressed. |

.

This analysis is one of a number that focus on approaches to

the question of Blacks' politicaifparticipation. Our‘cqncern.
. of course, is that "interest" is a natiural precursor to taking.

part in the.po;iticaIQsttem's dynamics. |
The real focus of the pﬁlitical sections of our raesearch project
in sah/Francisco during 1976 was on how media behaviors fit into

! -

the pilcture of one's relationship with his political environ-
ment. ,Along this line we found that the rgpofted fpequencies'
of viewing TV news and information progréming, both nationally’
and locally originated, were correlated witb expressed levels
of interest in'politigs.' 1t is not, of ‘course, a revelation .
that moré interest is‘conoomitan; with greater exposure to '
televised treatment of this particular ‘subject area.

No less expected was the parallel set of findings that Spegific
exposure to campaign news both prior to the interview and pro-

‘ jected afterwaxds were tied to higher levels of political interesf/ﬁ

Tr
f

It was something of a puzzle to uncover a sighificant negative
correlation between interest in politics and trust in.television,
but since trust in TV was also negatively related to a-number‘“
of exposure variables, this one may have been merely anr artifact
of some other discordant association. Incidentally, the trust/
interest correlgtidn when appli®d to newspapers'turﬁbq out

N -
- _ \
\
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positive.

ﬁhether or not the other focal set of obtained aiqnific&nt
_ relationships (interest in politics with a scale of knowledge
of Black politicians) is meaningful must wait for further
analysis. The speculation at this point would have to be that
part of this knowledge will be’ shown to derive from the fact
(F)that the individual Black politicians' race was as important
an identifying characteristic ‘as was their public position.
This was partly supported by thelfinding that attention to
Black affairs and news on TV varied positively with geperal
political interest. e
In brief, the expre&sed degree of interest our respondents
avowed for politics in general, while not uﬁimportant, doesn't
seem to be\capablé of explaining more than a bit of the whole
of what we are trying to understand about Black people,; tele-~
vision, and political Barticipation.
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THE DEMOGRAPHICS OF INTEREST IN POLITICS:
BIVARIATE ANALYSIS "

In a word, interest in politics, as assessed in a general
question asked during'the first wave of interviewing, found
most persons in the sample to be more "interested than not.
The sections which follow will 1ook at some of the other
"variables that we conceived of as being logically related to
this. They could we think, act by generating an interest in
politics or Peing a function of one' '8 placement-on this self-
report variable. Again, the oausality cannot, of course, be
clearly establishéd by correlational analysis.

The'firgt set which have been traditionafly thought of ao
effecting one degree or,another‘of.inﬁerest in politiée is the

¢ demographics. ‘It is most interestihg to note, however, that

| neither age, occupational status, family income, education of
the head-of-household, nor self-designated social class yielded -
statistically significant nonparametric relatlonshlps when _
examined along with the interest-in-politics question. Only

onp sex was there reportable difference° males were higher in
[ 4

interest than females.

One other non- 1gnificant relationship that was generated is
worth reporting here: that is, the sélf~-designated. measure of _
political position: (from “right" to "left") was nof related to -
the level
elsewhere, most persons in the sample considered themoelves at .

the center of the political spectrum, but Yegardless of politl—

general interest. in politics. As we have reported

. cal orientatlon, their expressed general interest in politics
wag on the high side of neutral. ‘




A number of the variables on which we ¢oilettéd data were in
. the form of interval level scales. Among these were age, number
~ of children in the household, family income, and educational
~ ' level achieved by the head of the household, It turned out that .
each of these was found to be related to the attitudinal variable
under discussion here on a statiatically significant level.
when the age of the reapondent was correlated with ,political
interest it yielded a Pearson’ correlational coefficient of
) .10 (p s.(.03) Family income was moxre closely related to
¢ politipai interest, with an r of .20 (p = ¢<.001), and education .
yielded an r = .11 (p =<.02).. % - | /

The other demographic datum which we found to be significantly
related to the political interest variable was number of
children in the home. As one might intuit, the obtained r
here was -.17. In fact the number of children was:negatively
related to a host of other variables encompassing political ‘
participation, information seeking, etc. As has been asmerted,
the explanation is probably no more complicated than tﬂ% fact
,that child care is exceedingly time consuming. It seems that
the political variables we measured are just a few-of the
activities with 1owe:§pribfities than homemaking.

Among the several inquiries along the way through the panel
study was a series focusing on spedific intereat in the 1976
e ‘ presidential election. The question posed to the sample in the
~post-primary election wave of interviewing found most persons
near the top of ' the scale of interest. Quite turally, the
.'relationship tabulated in 11/5/p6l1 indicates that general |
‘interest in politics and this .specific area of the political’
‘queation are significantly related. Only among the persons
whose general interest was highest was there also a\maximal
interest in the prasidential race: \the generally less 1nterested
groups showed somewhat loss enthusiasm for the pregidential

£




nuances of the same basic concept.

\ . : | l

contest. Overall, however, the evidence is clear that these
two questions were probably just tapping slightly different

B

A person's general level of interest in politics should logically
relate to, if not actually effect,‘pqrticipatibn‘in various
activities and information seeking focused on one's local gqvernw
mental environment. A series of six items on the second’reve

of personal interviewing addressed this complex and wasj/
eventually summed to form a scale we labelled "involvedet in

Jlocal ‘'community qovernﬁént"l(Waye 3, Question-46). As antici-

pated, this scale was found to correlate positively with the
pivotal political‘interest variable; r = ,35, p = (.00l.

) | . | \ | \.
Part and parcel of the above was the independently measured level
of interest in local politi¢s. General political interest |
and local political interest cor;eihted at a level of r = , 333

- p =<.001,

Especially at the time this research was in the field, ‘much of -
what was broadcast on television's national news programs
consisted of information about the pfesidential.dampaign. We
fei%,-therefore,'that a strong positive relationship should
exist betwcen interest in politics and frequency of viewing
national news. The nonparametric statistical test of thé.
relationship shows on fgble_ll/4/9114}yielded what was antici-
pated: a positive, linear covarjiation (Chi Square = 30, d.f. =

163 p =-<.02).‘

Table 11/4/pll5 dépicts the relationship between interest in
politics and reported frequency of viewing "currents events

‘shows" on television. The finding was very similar to the

above,

A



Tnterestingly, first wave reports of viewing of local news
programing do not appear to be.related to interest in politics
' Py the nonparametric tests. This is additionally curious in
- that there was again a significant Chi Square calculated between
a Wave 3 measurement of local news viewing frequency and the

Vg
pame interest in.politics queqtion.

A plausible explanation for this might be that frequency of
viewing loaal news increéased, in absolute terms. and especially
.among politically interested persons,. between the first time it
was measured and the second time + some two months later. With
- this increase in frequency of viewing (which we could assune

is a function of increased interest) a positive relationship
had now been developed with generalized interest in politics.

l":
\\’\

A three-item scale désigned to measure overall truet in television
was administexed near the end of the first interview conducted

in our respondents' homes. The items progressed from the most
general trust level (TV per se) to a content specific (TV news

in general) to the race specific (TV news of the Black community).
When this summated scale wae\run'against generel interest in '
politics) -we obtained a Pearson r of ~.20 (p = <.001). This
relationship wee one, of several negatives involving exposure
variables. Anomalous as it may seem, the more TV news one views
(especially political newe)_the greater his distrust of what he

. 18 seeing. This same direction of relationship applied to.the
ekposure variables on the "Black shows." Some explanat on will
be -attempted latex of why'viewing does not diminish in the light

' of thia widespread lack of trust. The essence is, however, that
diafrust notwithstanding. there axe no viable alternatives

among- the lqcal mass media.
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It seems Yeasonable to assume that viewing of campaigp-related
programing.aheﬁld be seen as a subset of the exposure variable
diacdaaed immediately above. A question was asked (during the
first wave of interviewing) about kath retrospective and pro- _
spective (1976) campaign viewing. Agafﬁ,gugfposited that
general interest in politics should be strongly related to this
specific set of behaviors. In fact, the retrospective viewing
question correlated at the .36 level (p = .001), while the
prospective Vviewing responses correlated at..39 (p =< 001).

-

-

As an-.aside, a\rétrospective question focusing on newapaper and
magazine reading of materials relating to the political campaigns
up %o the time of the first interview was also closely related

to reported political intérest (r = .38, p = ( 001l).

In proeeeding one step farther than the level of* exposure to
campaién related materials, we asked about the . degree of at-
tefhtion that the respondents generally'baid to the two types of
‘content into which eampaign programing reughly breaks, i.e.,
advertisements and other "political. issues" on telovision.

The relationships of each of these with reported general interest
in politics were statistically significant, but attention to
advertising was the less closely correlated (xr = .24, 'as opposed»'.
to .30; both at the level of p = ¢.001). | | |

4

There were two series of questlons (onc 6n each of the two

~@in-home interv1ew1ng waves) which dealt with knowledge of Black

political figures and/or their activities., Since it was eXxpected
that one of the important preconditions of being khowledgeable
about alack politics was a broad interest in politics per sc;

it was not surprising that we obtained statlstically signifi-
cant correlational cocff1c1ents between these varidbles.

The eight-item scaie of national Black political knowledge

l
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) contained questions wmequiring identification of such figures

) as the mayors of L.A., Newark, and Atlanta, some members of
the Congressional Black Caucua. Justice Thurgood Marshall. etc.
The summated scale scores were found to correlate positively
with the qcoies on the genergl political interest scale (r = .17,

p =¢ .005).

L ]

A seven-item scale of knowledge of local Black podlitical isgues '
:‘;-/’ﬁ;\;l//'was primarily focused on the legistative activities of California
: Assemblyman willie Brown. Even though the absélute'levels .of
knowledge of Brown's activities were low (in fact, much lower
than the identificatian scores’ on the national figures), we
still found an r of .25 (p =¢.001) between this scale and the

§ . . S

interest scale for politics generally.

As an examination of the second personal inteérview schedule
will show, the long series of questions,'midway'through the
- instrument, and dealing with identification of several nationally
' known Black political figures was. followed immediately by a
o question asking "...how much attention do you pay to issues
concernlng Blacks that appear on telev181on?..." We are assuming
that the question's location implied that a connection was
' supposed- to Pe made, and it is therefore not surprising to note
that the data arrayed in Table 11/5/p62 show a significant,.
o ‘ systematic relationship between the two variables. Speciflcally,
‘ as interest in politits increased, there was a steady and sharp
rise in the relative numbers of persons who said .they pay g¢lose
attention to television programing on issues of concern to -
Black people. s . L

Since interest.in politics conld be thought to relate to |
exposure to politically relevant information in the .newspaper
(especially where almost all persons avowed at least some
reading 'of a daily paper), it seemed appropriate to investigate

[]
o '

rd “
: « \
; '
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how trust in newspapers figured into the equation, Table

' 11/4/p107 ‘shows the expected trend of truat and political

interest varyinq concomitantly. The increasing trust/interest
line is not straight, however. The level of trust appears to

‘peak at the "interested in politics" level (which was the mode

of the interest distributign) and then to diminish sharply

among those persons who reported that they were "very interested."
“Attention paid to political isguég in newsbaperq"_is an area
where another positiﬁe relationship was anticipated; Table
11/8/p55 shows that there is a linear and positive relationship
between the amount of attention paid to political jssues in

the newspaper and the expressed degree ‘of interest 1n pOllthS
in general. c ‘ . ' .

Q”
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" PRIMARY SOURCES OF INFORMATION ABOUT POLITICS

We have reported that the newspaper was most often cited as
important as a source pf information on politics., TV, inter-
personal communication, radio, and magazines followed in that
order. The purpose of the next few sections of this Yeport
is to examine how this e;der of reliance on the various media
relates to other variables bearing on the general TV usge.

The first interesting relationship we found to be statistically
significant 'was with interest in politics. Those whose choice
of the medium for obtaining political information was newspapers
Qefe, overall, much more interested in politics 'in generai

than’ the TV group. Some 67 percent oflthe ngwspapér pexrsons
'stated that they were either "very interested" or "interested"'
in poliﬁics in general, while only 49 percent of the TV persons
fell into these two positiye categories. As a reference to
Table 11/4/pé shows, the ¢gther media tended to fall between

- these two, but,the-abSOIute numbers were small and therefore

of less import.

In light of the above, it seemed andmalous to find that. the
question on interest in local politics yielded almost no
differences when the newspaper and television groups were com=

'; ,pared. One explanation which comes to mind is that each of the

questions was asked on a different wave of interviewing,  and the
~time lag may have produced'the‘changes. Alternatively, it may .
be that what we found accurately reflects a different media use
pattern for local as opposed. to national political information

seeking. Several other variables which might have been expected .°

to be found related to the choice of a prlmary source of politi-
cal information also failed to show up as anticipated. Neither

A}
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attendanco to political issues or advertising on TV nor
interest in tho "upcoming prcsidential election," among others.

yielded a aignificant difference ‘between newspaper and tele=- - -
vision using groups.

One cduld,easily develop‘é rationaie for expectiﬁg that the
source relied on most for politiéal information might be g
related meaningfully to a preference for different kinds of
T . - television: shows thtt *ought to be aired for the Black ecom- o ——

' | munity." - Our Table 11/4/p24 shows that there were significant

differences. . . ‘ : .

Comparing the newspaper and television citing graqups (the
other media were of minor imbortance'accordinq to our findings),
we see that the persons who were newspaper_dhocsers stated
Ca preference.for much more educational programing to be aired
on TV than did the television using group. _Atyfhe same time,
the‘televiéion chobsers avowed .wanting substantially more
Black culturai and dramatic programming, Relatively the same
proportions in each group cited a desire for more news/public
affairs broadcasting for the B{gck community in San. Francisco.

Although many more analyées gged to be added before making
conclusive statements about the use of these two major mass
media, it is:suggested that newspaper-oriented-persons might be
x4;clapsifiable as "hard. information" seekers, while television
¢ S “'"users tend towards Beéking entertainment, albeit "cultural"
in nature. We have only. the farthestuout speculatlve evidence 4
on: how this actually applies to the. use of tclev191on for
formulating opinions on political matters, but what we do have
fits the mold that _has been used to describe the media in
general., It is that TV is the Yemotional" and newapapers the
"rational" politlcal information source.

. .
B . \
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'It was to be expected that the relationship between'aeleCtion
of a most important medium for political information and one'&
own media behaviors would be more positive. Table 11/4/p26
“indicates this to be so as far a® newspaper reading was con-’
cerned. Those whose choice of an information source was the
newspaper had a median of about five days per 'week when they
:reported reading a newspaper., The television using group only
tbported reading a newspaper about two days per week. -Among
the other groups (those who chose radio or "talking to someone"
‘as their primary means of getting political informatlon) the )
newspaper‘;eadlng behavior was only a little above two days

per week.

\

A set of inverse associations was anticipatéd‘when we examined

. the ways the various non-television grouos ("Wwhere do you get .
most -of your information about politics?") stated their reliance

on TV for general news of the Bléck community. fTable 11/4/p7
offers evide nce on this issue. The newspapexr-oriented groﬁp
generally showed a negligible amount of Tv-rellance° more than

" half of them fell into the "none at all" or the "not too much"
categories. and only 17 percent expreéh d'a sense of moderate

or atrong reliance on TV for this type of news. ¢ .

As expected, ‘however, the group whose choice Qf media fox
political 1nformatlon was TV also tended to be heavily reliant
on this :same medium for news of their own Black community.

The only other group to show up with intefesting and meaningful
results on this question were‘the-persons whose main ‘source of
poritiba; information was "talking to someone." They stated

a distinet lack of reliance on TV for Black cqmmunity news, ~
All of these findings seem consistent with each other and \vlt}"r'"k
© the general proposition that, almost regardless of the type of
information one studies, our sample seemed prone to using one
medium or another but not different media for different types

4
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__they use them for the other type of 1nformat10n as well.

| . - ’ . ~ .
“ . . . . “
PR N M . ‘ ;

CooT A
of intormatioh.e,
This case is'mude quite neatly'in the data preaented in Table
11/4/p29 where each medium, in turn, is examined as designated
for its use ih aoeking political information and also as to its
" use for getting 1n£ormation about the Black community. Every
"case is in the direction we noted above., Persons using news-
papers for the one type of information tend most often xo say

PR S

Another most interesting aspect of this wrap-up tabLe is the
‘second ox thlrd most prominent cite.medium. ‘Without fail,

the "other" category comes up as the second -most loaded ang-

the "talking to friends" comes up a close third, If we recall
that many of the "others"‘were references to acquaintances or
professionals (e.g., mihistere‘ shop keepers, neighbors,
co-workers), then the importance of 'the combined interpersonal
category is underlined., As we have written previously, this nay
.be due in large part to the paucity of information the mass
‘media offer to the person seeking news of San Francisco's Black
community. It may also relate to the findings we have reported
about the low trust our sample felt towards the daily news-
pepers and television in general (and éVen more negativelyt

television's news treatment of Blacks).

- Whatever the case, we see that most persong in this study cited

personal sourcés (outside their famrilies) as being preferred
to mass media Sources when seeking information albiout their own
community. Further, the broadcast media fared poorly as com-

'parea to the newspapers.

» [} .
On the premise that the choice of[a primary medium for obtaining

political information should be reldted to general news use
patterns of the media, we investigated the inputs t¢ Table .

] )
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11/4/p61l. 1t is most inﬁeresting to note that there is no
substantial discrcpancy between tho newspaper and television
groups here. The implication may be that the newspaper using
group seeks news as intensely on television as in the news-
papers. This is reasonable if, £62 example, it is underatood
"that most of the hewspaper. readers named the morning Chronicle

as their paper, and ‘most of the local news on televislon is

broadcast in the evening or late at night

StudigB of areas where the afternoon newspapers predominate
in circulation would probably clarify this dimension of the
general question.of people's choices of news media.

-
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KQED VIEWING: BIVARIATE ANALYSIS

The public television station in San Francisco has, for some

years, been one of the mo sﬁbceaaful in the country in terms
of soliciting memberahip i‘om the community it serves., 1In
general, most persons probably agree that it has also demon-
strated felatively ae;}oua;concern for the minority ethnic
groups within itas reach. If pressed on the question of why
Ehey have not originatgd more programing for the Black popula-
tion in San Franciaco and Oakland, they'would probably respond
that they have at least two oLher large minorities to recognize
‘and serve. The validity of ﬁhis and the argument that Broduc-
tion budgets are extremely limited remains to be settled.

What we tried to do in the survey in San Francisco in 1976 was
to establish some baselingy data on what. uges our ‘sample member
were making of KQED and ySXt they thought of the "Black pro-
graming." Weq also asked what may be the most fruitful type of
questidn'iﬁ the long run... "What kinds of other TV programs do
you think should be_aireé that would appeal to the Black com- .
munity here in the Bay Area?" Along with this was the corollary
"Could you tell me what some of your reasons might be for not
tuning in more often ¢o KQED, Channel 92"

All of this material is described in the opening sections of
this reﬁort. At th;sspoint. we will restrict ourselves to

.~ examining how the single most usable indicator of a person's
extent of vitwing - reported frequency of watchlng ~ relates

to the deries of variables we have been dlscussing so far, i.e.,
our "classificatory" set. '

The ﬁ4;ouency variable was used in-both a series of nonparamctric
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tests of association with nominal level measurements and in a
series of correlational analyses with ordinal and interval

level data. The first crosstabulation with ltatiatically signif-
icant fjmdings was found with KQED viewing frequency run by level
of interest in politics. Table 11/4/p68 shows interest gredter
among those who report more frequent viewing of this station
(chi Square = 31,d.f. = 16, p = .01, Kendall's Tau b = .19,

" p = ¢.001). A straightforward explanation is this: the station's

extensive coverage of local politics is probably manifesting
itself here.

Contrery to many of the studies on public television audiences,
the nonparanetric demographic runs indicated that there were

no significant differences in viewing frequencies between persons
of various ages, of different incomes, social classes, or
educational levels. A few more women than men were non-viewers

or relatively infrequent viewers.

In general, though, across all descriptive parameters we
measured, most of the sample members were either "sometimes"
or infrequent tunegs-in to KQED. The significance in this
non—significant finding is that the corporate and station
protestations about public television serving a broad spectrum
of people are, in fact, supported as far as the above data

are concerned. The remaining problem, of course, is that it
is a wide specfrum over a very small base.

‘Since we were interested in as intense a picture as we could
get of the use of this public television station by our sample,
we made a long series of crosstabulations using viewing frequency

.as an independent variable. The set of politically related

behaviors and attitudes. yielded some interesting findings' for »
example, one's own designation of personal political orientation
was related slightly but significantly to viqwing frequency,

3
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that is, as viewing frequency increased, thegg was propoxtionately
more representation of persons from the "right" end of the *
political spectrum. It should be emphasized that while these
results are atatiatiédlly significant, the preponderance of the
sample members were middle-of-the-road pBlitically and still ‘

only "sometimes" viewers of KQED, '

Although there was no obtained relationéﬁip whatsoever with
viewing of a local commercial station's Belva Dgvis show, there
was a strong ﬁositivé'aéeééiatiOﬁ beﬁﬁeen'KQEU'viewing'freqyency A
- and the frequericy reported for. v1ewing /Black. Perapective ‘
on the News." Given the part-whole nature of this relationship,
we will not pay it much attention. The ‘same type of association,
not surprisingly, waa&tound when examining the "Black Journal"
viewing frequency. Of the several commercial station news viewing
_indicators which we ran against the KQED viewing freguency,

"~ only national news Qiewing frequency was significantly associated
in a slight but clearly positive direction. ;

A numbér of variablealwe crossed with KQED vieying ffequen¢y

were amenable to rrelatioqpl analysis by the Pearson Correla- .

tional subprogram of the SPSS computer chkage we yere using.

The "breadth of nhews viewing" scale which we had constructed
from a complex of local and national news, “current events"

‘- and interview shows was found to correlate at the level of

r = ,14 (p =¢ .001),

”~
t

We did not make a direct measuxe of how or whether. our respon-
dents attended to the nightly local news program KQED broadcasts,
. although this now seems like a good thing to have done. If

:we had, it is llkely/that correlaL1ons would have been found*
between general newq viewing and the view1ng of news and public
affairs programing on public television.

-~
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Several correlational analyses’ that we did- make support this
speculation, First, we found an ¥ of 20 (p = <. 001) with
interest in local pplitica. (There was alao a .19 relationship
with integest in politica generally,) The r - ,11 (p = £.04)

. with frequency of viéwing local news adds a little more to the
strength of the complex. And the r = .28 with involvement

with local community goﬁernment matters suggests that KQED's

news "City-centrism" may well be an important reason for our
sample viewing the station's programing - at least to the limited
extent that they “do. ‘ '

‘We have commented elsewhere about the anomalous pieoe to this
puzzle; that is, the finding of an r = -.16 when KQED viewing
frequency is run against reliance on ™ for news of: ‘the Black
community. The thoroughly tentative rationale there.was' that
PV viewers generally tend (we found r n"2d, p = ('001) to be
more educated and thus more likely to report readlng as a pre-
ferred mode of political news intake. It seems to fit the
present case as well. In fact:'of the threa variables which
measured attention to campaign news (retrospective ‘and pro-
spective TV viewing and retrospective reading) only. the latter
was found to be significaptly related to the KQED viewing

frequency measurement.

. ¥ e - . . '
Still another pair of supportive findings come up when we

examine knowledge of locap and national Black politicians.
Thesc arc each signlflcaJtly correlatcd with KQED v1ewing,
r = ,21 and .36, respectively. The final two relationships
to note.are reports of attention to politicgl advertising on
TV (r = .19) and: attention to general political issues on TV
(x = +25)1 both at.the level of p = <.001. |
The overall thrust of these bivarlate relationshlps involv:ng
#iew1ng of public television and the rest of our focal variables )

{
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might be summarized this way: It is clear that the politically
‘relevant criterion varigbleb are the ones with which KQED viewing

is most closely tied. This was found not only in terms of

expressed interest in the political process, but in terms of

reported axpoﬁure to mass mediated political information and to
 an ultimate effect level -~ augmented knowledge of political
matters. The positive directions of all these results, by

their consistean. outweigh much of ‘the problem caused by the

relationships being only moderate in strength.

& In the end, it can not, of course, be said that all‘these
increased states were resultant from viewing KQED's programing.
Surely. a more comprehensive analysis would yield evidence
-ﬁthat there are many interactions inherent in the relationships
. we have}dlscussed. When one is interested in complex behaviors
like these; however, Felicitous interactions are perhaps what

-t

l " one seeks before the fact.
Notwithstanding %he equivocation that has to accompany‘any\
correlational 'analysis, the dita here seem to use to show yet

" anothexr of the .areas wherein television in general coula perform
for all its audience the kind of positive soéial/informational
function it is demonstrably d01ng for the few who do choose
to concentrate on this one of its potential uses.

1 . . -



2,
3.
4.

. 6.

7.
8.
9,

10, .
11.
12.°

13.

14.

15.

17.
18,
19.
20.
21,
22,
23,
24.
25,
26,

27,

28.

29,

30.
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APPENDIX TO THE SECTION ON BIVARIATE ANALYSIS

Identify
AVWKE729
NWES1033
NWEV1134
NWLC1235
BVFQ2459
BPFQ2762
BJFQ3065
AIRP3368
NBKFV628
KQED3470
ESR

ESR35a71
ESR35B72
ESR35C73
ESR35D74
ESR35E75
ESR35F76
ESR35G77
ESR351178
EST35179

ARAD3721
NWRD4024

RYTVB459

RYNE4610
SBINA711

© PV

PTV54A18

~ PTV54B19

PTV54C20

-
\

COMPUTER CODES

Respondent's identification number ~
Average TV viewing per wkday 24 hrs. v
Freq. viewing national news ’
Freq. viewing "60 Minutes"

Freq. viewing local news

Freq. viewing Belva Davis

Freﬁ. viewing "Black Perspectives"

Freq. viewing "Black Journal"

Programs that should be aired

Numbetr of Black favorite shows

Reason for not viewing KQED

Reasons for vieW1ng Black-orlented programs

Just to relax '!
To get a good laugh v

To get info. about what's happenlng

Because you can relate

To see how folks solve real problems

Show how things are in real life

To see folks that look like self '
Because others insist on viewing

Just to pass the time ) /-

AOerage radio listenlng per day

' How many days read newspaper

How much rely on ™V for info. about Blagks
How much rely on NWSP for info. about Blacks
Main source of info. about Blacks .
Reasons for viewing pollt' c¢ands., on TV

" To ‘determine how to vote

To enable you to have facts

- Becausc it is an obligation

o
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3l.
32.
33.
34.
35.
36.

37. .

38,
39,
40,
41.
42,
43.
44.
45.
46.
17.
48.
49,

. 50,

51,
52,
53.
54,
55,

'56 ..
57.
58,

59,

60.
61.
62.
63.
64.

PTV54D2)

PTVS54E22
PTV54r23
PTV84G24
PTV541125
PTV54126
PTV54J27
PTV54K28
PNW

PNW56A38

PNWS56B 39
PNW56C40
PNW56D41
PNW56E42
PNW56F43

PNW56G44

PNW56H45

PNW56146

PNW5 6347
PNW56K48
BPCA5858
BPNI5959
BPRO6060
BPSH6161
BPSHG262
BPPA6363
BPIB6464
NBTM?7373
PLIF7810

- IPOL8016
© NWTR8425

TTVRBS 26
TVFN8728
NWFR8829

To find out major issues

To find out cnndidatea'{ViewpointQ_

To compare candidates

To find out candidates' backgrounds

To observe how they act on TV

To watch individuals

To find out candidates' ideas on Blacks
To see what Black'boliticiana are thinking

o'..°'

Reasons for reading NWSP about polit. cands.,

To determine how to vote

To enahle you to have facts

ﬁecause it is an obligation

To find out major issues

To find out candidates' viewpoints

To compare candidates

.To find out politicians' background

To read what they say in'newspapers Coos
To read about individuals-of own party
To f£ind out candidates' ideas on Blacks
To read what Black poiiticians_are'thinking
Willie Brown (WB) Consenting Adult Bill
WB Nuclear Initiative

Republican opponent to WB

Speaker of the House? .

WB Pre-school health screegdng bill
Political affiliation of WB

Job as assemblymaﬁ wB

Black pupréme court justice

Source for polit. info.

" Interest in politics

Trust in" "Chronicle/Examiner"
Trust in TV _
Fairness of-TV.locaf news
Fairness of major ?ewspaper



65.

66.
67.
68.
69.
70.
71.
72.
73.
74.

75..
76.

77.
78.
79.
80,
81.
82.
83.
84.

85. .

86,

87. -

88.
89.

© 90,

91.
92.
93.
94.
95.
96.

. 97.

98.,

TTVBI334
TTVG9435
BKPGI5 36
BLACKIDS
BIAH1045
BIH10452
BIK10455
NTV10657
GTG11951

'§SD11912

DA120344
DNC12138
DJ124512
DFIC1253
DED12654
DSC12755
DSX12856

PLINF514

SCHED518

- FAMVU619

C9KQD7 20
ILPL10 34
NWPL1236
PDV

PDV23B47
PBG23C48
DYVT2449
PCTV2653
PITV2754

'EPSV3563
IPEL2855

NBLC3664
NBSC3765
NBEB3866

‘Att'n paié to'polit. advertising on‘TV‘

Trust in TV about Blacks

Trust in TV in general

Want to see more Black programs
Black Identit§ Scale

Help each other

Affecks me personally

Works hard

Numbexr of TV's

"Good Times" rating

"Sanford and ‘Son" rating

Age .
Number of children

Occupation N ¢
Family income '

Head of household education ™

Social class

Sex of respondent

Media source for info, about Pres. cangd.
Regular schedule ' ’

* Watch with family or friends

Watch programs on Channel 9

Interest in local politics .

Att'n to polit. issues in newspaper

Statements made about politics ‘

Most of leaders devoted to service of country
Black Cong.-Caucus working in ‘Blacks' intereats
Duty to vote | '

Att'n paid to polit. issucs on TV

No. of Blacks on SF Board of Supervisors

- Int. in upcoming Pres. election

Names of 2 Cong. Black Caucus mambers
Name (Shirley Chisholm) who, ran for Pres., 1972 -
Number of Black Senators |

»
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99.

100.
101.
102.
103.
104.
105.
106.

107,

108,
109.
110.
111.
112,
113,
114.
115,
116.
117,
118.
119.
120.
121.
122.
123,

124. ’

125,
126.
127.
128,
129,

NBTB3967
NBJB4068
NBKG4169
NBMJ4270
TVIS4371

* POLW4472
SOAP4714
| SAFQ4815

SALK5017
SAWS

SAW51A18
SAW51B19
SAWS1C20
SAWS1E21

SAWS1F22 -

SAW51G23
SAWS51H24
SAWS1125
SPFQ5 327
SPFV5428
SPLK5529
NWLF6654
HEAL8310
HMDQ8613
HLCL8815
HOEC8916

HEQL9017
~ RSED9726
. TMSF9827

RELGY928
MAR10232

Belongs to religious denomination

Name (Bradley) of L.A. mayor
Political position of Julian Bond
Name of'mayor of Newark

Name of mayor of Atlanta

Att'n to issues about Blacks on TV
Political position

Viewing of daytime stories

Frequency of viewing daytime soaps
Especially like about soaps

Reasons for watching soap operas
Relaxing way to pass time

I like the actors \

I like the characters in the story °

I like the Black people

Fun imagining being part of the story
Shares the emotions of the characters
Enjoys watching characters misbechave
Seeinyg the charxacters get caught
Frequency of viewing sports programing
Sports like to see best on, TV
Espécially like about watching favorite sport
Freq. of viewing local news '

‘Description of own health

Quality of health care by private doctérs
Quality of health care by clinics

Quality of emergency treatment

Racial discrimination in health treatment
State in which raised

v

Time spent in San Francisco

[

Marital status ;

e

—
v -
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COMPUTED sCAF%'VARIABLEs

l. BLKPOTL3=  The San Francipco political knowledge scale
featuring Willie Brown .

BLKPOTL 3= BPCA5868+ (Consenting Adult)
BPNI5059+ (Nuclear Initiative)
BPRO6060+ (Republic&n)
- | - BPSH6161+ (Speaker of House)
BPSH6262+ (Pre-schooi.Health screening)
BPPA6363+ (Democrat)
BPSV3563 (Supervisor Francois)
2. TRUSTTV4A= . Trust in television scale
. ‘ ‘. TRUSTTVA=  TTVRB526+ (Trust in TV) |
TTVB9 334+ (Trust in TV about Blacka)
TTVG9435+ (Trust in TV in general)
3. BLACKIDS= Black Identification Scale
) BLACKIDS+  RIAH1045+ (Help each other)
‘ BIHI0452+ (Personal affect)
BIKI0455 (Works hard) )
4. NATBKPL6=  The national Black political knowledge scale
‘NATBKPL6+ NBLC3664+ (Cong. Black Caucus - 2)
NBSC3765+ (Pres. Cand. Chisholm)
| ' NEEB3866+ (Sen. Brooke)
/ NETB3967+ (L.A. mayor Bradley)
 NBJB4068+ (GA St, Sen. J. Bond)
NBKG4169+ (Newark mayor K. Gibson)
NBMJ4270+ (Atlanta mayor M. Jacksorr)
NBTM7373 = (Supreme Ct. Jugtice T. Marshdli)

]
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PEARSON CORRELATIONAL COEFFICIENTS
SIGNIFICANT RELATIONSHIPS ONLY

Level of
'y significance
Age by . ;
Number of children -+17 .001
Occupational level .15 .004
Family income .10° .05
Education ‘ ~-.35 .001
Black Identity scale -.20 .001
Trust in TV -, 20 .001
News -viewing breadth - +33 . 001
Information about local community .29 . .00&
Reliance on TV for news of local comm. .23 .001
Retrospective campaign viewing .23 .001
‘Prospective campaign viewing .16 .002
Interest Ain politics .10 .03
Bvaluatign of Good Times .16 .003
Evaluation of Sanford & Son .16 .002
Interest/ in logal politics 17 .003
General /political alienation .16 .004
Belief in Black Congressmen <15 .006
Attention paid to political ads on TV .13 .01
Att'n paid to politic issues on TV .15 «008
R's political position (high=right.) .19 .001
Frequency of viewing local TV news « 29 .001 .
‘R's ‘health status.(high=excellent) -.23 .,  +001 !
Number of children by
National Black political knowledge 14 .01
Information about local community -.17 .003
Retrospective campaign viewing -.19 .001
Prospective campaign viewing. -.14 .005
Retrospective campai¢gn reading -.11 .02
Intdérest in politics -.17 .002
> /Interest in local politics -.14 .01
Belief in Black Congressmen Tel2 .03
Attention paid. to political ads on TV -.14 .01
- Att'n paid to political issues on TV =,20 .001
; .
‘Job status by ) .
Retrospective campaign viewing -.10 .03
rospective campaign viewing -.11 s03
.10

A

‘s healthsstatus (figh=excellent)

/

~
’
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.05



,\/\" | ‘ | '
. Y Level of
significance ..

Family income by ) .
Education .39 - ,001

Social class .32 . 001

Local Black pblitical knowl edge .28 .001
National Black political knowledge .28 .001

News viewing brecadth .11 .03 .

Information about local community .23 001
Prospective campaign viewing o .11 .03

- . Retrospective campaign reading . .23 .001
"+« Interest in politics .20 .001
. Evaluation of Sanford & Son -l12 .02

2 Interest in local politics .19 .001
- General political alienation -.13 .02
Belief in Black Congressmen -.10 .+ .06

.R's health status (highnexcellent) .14 .02 -

-

- Bducation of head of household by

\
k Social class .17 .001
f&h Local Black political knowledge .30 .001
¢ - Black Identity scale 14 .005
National Black political knowWledde .35 .001
Trust in TV. : 17 .001
News viewing breadth -.11 .003 )
Reliance on TV for news of local comm,-.29 .001 ' ,
Retr¥ospective campaign reqding S W1l .02
Interest in politics .11 .02
Evaluation ¢f Sanford & Son -.19 - . 001
Fraguency of viewing KQED .20 .001 -
General political alienatian -.16 .006
Belief in Black Congressmen -.18 002
R's politital position $high=right) * «.11 .05
w iF!equency of viewing local TV news -.13 02
’ R's health status (high=excellent) L .23 - .001
o,

1]

+ Self quigpation of social class by

Evaluation of Good Times = . -.13 ‘.02 ..
. Bvaluation of Sanford & Son =-,20 .001 B

R's health status (high=excellent):- .18 .001




' Level of

”»
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.16

o
significance
Knowledge of local Black politicians by
Black Identity scale .14 «01
National Bfack political knowledge .49 . 001
News viewing breadth . .22 .001
Involvement in local” gommunity .28 .001
Retrospective campaing viewing .18 .002
Prospective campaing viewing <11 .04
Retrospective campaing reading .34 .001
Interest in politics , .25 .001
Frequency of viewing KQED .21 .00l
Interest in local politics .20 .001
Black Identity by | . R Y
National Black political knowledge . 13 .02
Trust in TV .09 .05
" Retrospective campalgn viewing -.14 . 007
Frequency of viewing local TV news ~-,12 .03
%l health .status (high=excellent) .12 .03
Natioral Black political knowledge by
. Trust in TV . : : .13 .03
Involvement in local communlty 37 .001"-
Reliance on TV for news of local comm.- .30 .001
-Retrospectlve campaing readlng .21 .001 *
- Interest in politics 17 . 005
Evaluation of Sanford & ‘Son -e 14 .02
Frequency of viewing KQED .36 .001
Interest in local, politics .23 . 001
Att'n to polltlcal candidates on TV .18 .003
Att'n paid to political issues on TV .20 .001
.' ‘ .
Scale of trust in TV by .
News viewing breadth ~-.23 . .001
Involvement in local community | =.23 . 001,
Reliance on TV for news of local comm.-.21 . 001
Retrospective campaign viewing' -.16 .003
- Prospective campaign viewing. -.38 . .001
_Retrospective campaign reading -.20 .00
Interest in politics ~.20 . 001
Evgluation’ of Good Times ~.18 .002
Evaluation of Sanford & Son _-.20 '« 001
Interest in local politics . -.16 . .003
Attention paid to polltlcal ads on TV -.,18 . .002
Att'n paid to political issues on TV . 006



r Level of

significance
. a
Breadth of TV news viewihg by S
Involvement in local community ‘ .28 .001
Reliance on TV for news of local comm. .22 .001
Retrospective campaign viewing =~ -, .29 .001
Prospective campaign viewing .35 _ .001
Retrospective campaign reading .30 .001
- Interest in politics - ' 23 .001
o Evaluation of Good Times .15 .006
Evaluation of Sanford & Son .17 .001
Frequency of viewing KQED .14 001
Interest in local poélitics .16 .004
Political alienation .16 .005
Att'n to political candldates on TV .25 .001
Att'n paid to political issues on TV « 25 .001
R's political position (high=right) .14 .01
Frequency of viewing;local TV news «25 .001
e N $
Involvement in local coLmunity government by
Retrospective campaign viewinc‘ , «23 .001
Prospective campaign viewing et 26 .001
Y\ - Retrospect1ve campalgn-readlng o 27 .001 .
Interest in politics . . «35 . «001
- Bvaluation of Goody,Times ' <15 . 001
Evaluation of Sanfo:d & Son ; .09 .08
Frequency of viewing KQED _ . - .28 . 001
Interest in local pclltlcs ‘ 53 001
Political alienation T .23 .0017? -
Att'n to political candidates on TV .44 .001
Att'n paid to polltlcal issues on TV = .44 -+ 001
'R's political positgon (high=right)’ .15 .0l
" Frequendy of viewing local TV news =~ .27 ~ .00]

¥

]

. - ‘ —
Wave 1l: Radio listenifjg time for the average day by

. Frequency of viewing local TV news -.13 .0l
' . e < ﬁ;~/. |
N Reliance on TV for informétlon about the local Black community by
Retrospective -campailgn view1ng - J19. .00l
Prospective campaign viewing , .18 Q01
'Evaluation 'of ‘Sanfoxd & Son .17 - ,002
Frequency of viewing KQED -.16 .004 .
Frequency of viewing- local TV news 12 .03
. | W




Level of

x
. significance

Retrospective viewing of campaign news on TV by-

Prospective campaign viewing | .45 .001

Retrospective campaign reading .34 .001

Interest im politics . .36 .001

Evaluation of Good Times 14 . 009

Evaluation of Sanford & Son .14 .001

Interest in local politics .24 .001

Political alienatiop .10 .05

Att'n to political candidates on TV 21 .001

Att'n paid to political issues on TV .21 .001

Frequency of '‘viewing local TV news .21 .001

R's health status (high=excellent) -
Prospective campaign viewing by

Retrospective campaign reading «39 .00

Interest in politics .39 .001

Evaluation of Good Times .16 .003

Evaluation of Sanfoxrd & Son .16 .003

Interest in local politics . 30 .001

Att'n to political candidat on T .29 .001

Att'n paid to political issues on TV .19 .001

.R's political position (high=right) .15 . 009 .

Frequency of viewing local TV news .19 .002 '
Retrospective reading about campaign news by

Intexest in politics ) .38 .001

Evaluation of Sanford & Son .11 .003

Frequency of viewing KQED .26 .001

Interest in local politics .20 .001

Att'n to political candidates on TV .25 .001

Att'n paid to political issues on'TV .18 .001
Interest in politics by .

Interedt in local politics .33 _ .001 @ /P

Att'n to political candidates on TV 24 .001

Att'n paid to political issues on TV .30 .001

Frequency of viewing local TV news .20 .001,

& [}
A
> .p'
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'Level of

Vi

-.16

Y
significance
Evaluation of Good Times by . )
Evaluation of Sanford & Son ' «50. .001
Att'n to political candidates on TV .12 .04
Att'n paid to political issues on TV .13 .02 .
R's political position (high=right) .14 .02
-Frequency of viewing local TV news .13 02
Evaluation of Sanford & Son by |
Political alienation ¢ - .14 .01
_ Att'n to political candidates on TV .14 .02
R's political position (high=right) .13 .03
: Y
Freqguency of viewing KQED by
Interest in local’ politics . .20 .001
Att'n to political candidates on TV .19 .001
Att'n paid to political issues on TV 25 .001
Frequency of viewing local TV news 1l .04
Interest in politics : .19 ‘.OOl
Interest in local politics by t
Att'n to political candidates on TV .38 .001
Att'n paid to political issues on TV .43 .001
R's political position (high=vtight) .21 .001 .
Frequency of viewing local .TV news .27 .001 .
Trust in Black publications -.15 .006 ‘g -
General alienation from politics by ,
Att'n to political candidates on TV .11 .03
R's political position | : .10 .05
- Belief in Black Congréssional caucus by
R's political position (high=right) .13 .02
R's health status (high=exceilent) .005

/
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- | Level of

« ‘ : ‘ significance
Attention paid to political candidates on TV by ' .
. Att'n paid to political issues on TV .71 .001
R's political position (high=right) " .30 3001
Frequency of viewing local TV news .15 .001
Trust in Black publications -ell .04
| ‘ ~ | . A
; . Attention pq}d to political issues on TV by ' '
R's political position (high=right) .23 .001
: Frequency of viewing local TV news .19 .002
. Trust in Black publications f.12 .03
Political pqgition of Respbndent by ' .
R's health status (higgéexcellent) -.15 .01 _
LY

Health status of Respondent by
* Prust in Black publications -.12 .02




HEALTH

The major reason for administering the aecE&on of Wave 3 that
dealt with health matters was tolgather data‘from,whieh we could’
establish the conceptual domains within which this Black adult
sample relates to the area. The ltimate.usegtdiwhich these

and any_subsequent_health data wi}]l be put is to create tele-
vision progreming to match people's needs for informatioh on
health and medicine. We therefore made a special effort to try
to assess “tentatively what kinds of information TV today is

prov1d1ng to the kind of viewers we researched.

Ve started out knewing little about even the'eimpleet level of
utilization questions., For example, we guessed that the medically
oriented content that appears frequently on such disparate
types of television programs as "Fetlln Gooﬂ * "Medical Centex,"
and "The Johnny Carson Show" might be getting to the viewersf
but-not.¥e spontaneously recallable as "health/medical infor-
mation." At the same time, it seemed appropriate to keep from /
oading the odds by asking directly about information gain and

. i by making specific reference to the types %ﬁ shoms in which we |
were interested. This was the reasoning behind the order of

the questions on the health/medicinersection of the questionnaire.

The data from the open-endcéd introductory question (3#69) show
"that even if there is medical/health 1nformation transmitted -

on television today (and there is, whether intentional or as a
completely incidental background to dramatiq‘fare), 1t is not
recalléd as 'such by any but a small minority of the persons we
interviewed. The fact that fully half the sample was unable to

name a single ™v program which had given them any such information 0

b .




is surprising. Given the high incidence of viewing rcportcd
for several hospita1~aited aoap operas. for example. we .would
A have expected substantial unaided rocall herc among othcr places.
" Nevertheless, as the data tabulated balow 1ndlcatc, most . of the
programs ox program types we subsequontlyfgave as aids elicited

.

rather low frequency ecorces.

TABLE 11-1
e HEALTH INPORMATION BY TV PROGRAM TYPE (AIDFD RECALL)
{
*- ‘ 70. HOW ABOUT (1) TUE DAYTIME STORIES, HAVE YQU. PICKED
) : UP ANY HEALTH OR MEDICAL INFORMATION FROM WATCHTNG
ANY OF THEM? . . S ‘ :

Y-,-J\Loooooucooooou?5 60’ NO...OO..QA‘QQO‘77 4%" '—-:,i."."-."\li

72. HOW ABOUY (2) NIGHT TIML DRI\MAS ABOUT DOCTQRS OR

HOSPITHLS? ﬂ AR .xw&ﬁi
' ) L TR :' T e
! YLO. e s 0 00 0 o.ouo3g 410 NOQ.QQ ...q.....&ﬁo 6{ ,'LH.“\ ’
74. IOU ABOUT (3) A”TLWNQ &hOW° LIIF Tur ONP ABDUT THE
PARAMEDICS? © ‘ . F
Yrsoooooooooo.eopg 1(V) NO .......00000071 9){) . (i".\: :
76. HOW ABOUT (4) REVS SHovh ADOUT MEDICAL DISCO; *R(I 3”. i
OoR CURDS? _ _ _ _-;‘- -
S-DSOQ......;...'37.8(;l NO....'.....i;... ‘/s

§ 78. HOW ABOUT (5) INTERVIEW OR 'I‘I\LK SHOWo I‘LA"‘URE[I"\’@
DOCTORS OR SCIENTISTS? . . ;

Ynsoov.ooooooooo~53 5% INO..\-o‘o.oooof-)oooelGoS%;-‘\

80. HOW ApOUT (6) BIG SPECIALS LII"\’[, THE - JERRY LEWIS
FUNI ' RATSER FOR MUSCULAR DYSTROPHY OR 'HE VD BLUES?"

YES.. ...(;..‘...43% NO............'.SG rc/ N

82.. IND }IOW ABOUT (7) ADVERTISEMENTS LTI\]" TIE ONES 'l’F.LLI\_NG
- ABOUT THE 7 WAI"\N[NG‘ SIGNS OF CARCER? )

- YFS...... 00000070.0‘.'-50&,) NO.;-.‘._.........29"5?‘6

Obviously not much hcalih/modlcal 1n£ormatlon is qettlng Lhrouqh'
to our respondents. What is 1dent1f1dble can be bctt01 rocallod

~as the inteni of the information is (obJoctmvoly, at least)

—a—

{ »
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mere recognizably intentional. That is, as the medical context
‘is more incidental to the program, the likolihood is less of
its béing identified as health information.

v

k)

The special health promotional shows like the Jerry Lew '
speclal or the widély shown commercial by thg American Cancer
Society do, in fact, get recalled by large numbers of persons
when the ﬁided recall mode of question is presented.

In coding the open-ended respdnbes to the question, "What
kind of health/medical information was it (that you got from
program)?* we tried to build a meaningful set of codes
by listening to the tape recordings of a sample of the intér~
.viéwa. Since this hecalth section was ncar the end of the inter-
view and the interviewers were not trained in this subject, .
thé large majority .of the responses were either‘non~specifié or
purely objective descriptions of the obtained information (e.g.,
";..how the Swine flu vaccinations program is going..."). '
The only code we finally derived from these protodofs‘qn "type
of information" was one that cléssified the response as either
personally uscfu? information or general, non-personally useful,
Only about 8-10 percent for each program type said that they
had received personally useful information from a TV show in
that category. (To"pass fhis "effect" off as insignificant
is to overlook such cases as the respondent;Who saw Marcus
Welby, M.D. hiagnose and treat a malignant lymphomas; the res-
pondent was able to self-diagnose a similar problem, %aw an
M.D., and was successfully treated via the same therédpy mode
Welby had used,) ' * .
Two points need noting here on the matter of the apparent !
"penetration" of the health/medical information into the viewing

\

)
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" audience. First, as suggested by the data, viewers may come

away from a recognizably.medical or health oriented program
with what they- consider to be information, The challenge is

| ultimately to get them to the information so that they can at

least ingest it. It will be no less a challenge to design
programing which will both stimulate viewing per se and simul-

. taneously induce learning of the desired information.

In the end we did not feel that-thé context of the wave 3
questionnaire was sufficient to explore all the motivations
our people had for seeking health/medically oriented information.
This should be, however, one of the highest priority items of
hnj future TV study of the Black community, As an important
control variablq for analyses of attention to health/medical
information, we asked thé.respondents to classify the state of
their own health,. Rather than presenting this as a close-ended
evaluative scale, we purposely left it up-to the respondent here
to articulate the appropriate state of health in his/her own
terms. The point was, of course, to build a code scheme for
later work. Our synthesis of the responses led to the code
tabulated below. |

EXCELLENT . coccccsooceeslB 6%

GOOD..................52.3% . b 7
FAIR... ..........z....l?.sga

NOT WELLoooooooooooooolQ'G%
;\M// VERY BAD.Q.O‘OOOOOOO‘0.00B%

Because the data are handy and timely, we present below the
figures derived from a National Instituteg of Health hationwide
survey in 1975, (Health: United States 1975; DHEW publication
HRA 76-1232, p. 243) These self-assessments of health status
(for all non-whites) showed:

EXCELLENTQ0000000000003607%
GOOD...oooooooooooooo.4402%
FAIR..;0000000000000001401%
pOORooo.oo0000000006000402%
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The San Francisco sample figures indicate that over two-thirds

of the sample classify themselves as beind in good 6r excellent
health, but the national figures are even more highly skewed

in a positive direction. If one can assume that the category
"fair" is also taken by our reSpondents to represent a“tate

of health that is not unsatisfactory on balance, then almost

90 percent of our own sample i3 in an overall "positive" category,
and even more than that are positive in their self-assessment

oo

on the national level. . -
In these data from the national sample, we can only guess how
the other "fion-white" ethnic groups' ratlngs affected those that

”
the Black sample members,gave. We expect that the Blacks
ratings might be even higher than the others in the group,
given the economic. comparisons that could bhe made and the expected
relationship between these two kinds of variables.
As a final comparison, and to highlight one of the crucial .
differences towards whlch this research is directed, the white

*

national sample data are tabulated below.

HEALTH STATUS:
WHITE NATIONAL SAMPLE, 1975 (SELF-DES}GNATION)

EXCELLENT 0 ¢ 0 0 000 0 00 50 4’6
GOOD ® @ 6 0 5060 00 %0 0 0 0o 37
FAI I{ ® O © 90 © 3 ¢ 0 0 0 00 %O e 8 ® 8‘}6
POOI{" o 6 0 0 o .‘ ® ¢ ¢ ¢ 0 ¢ 0 0 0o 2 [ J 6(;/0
The obvious point of ‘how the two distributions are arrayed need

not even be made. There is inequality.

One additional abpect of this discuqsion should, however, bé

noted. We have no way of knowing whether the category labels
on what was a set of closed-ended response poss;b&llties were
taken to have the same meaning for all the participants in the
survey by‘DHEw. In fact, we suspect that with "gettlng by" as

L
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a pervasive philosdbhy (out Br necessity) in Black communities
and with a "getting ahead" motive much more common among whites
than Blacks,_the Black people surveyed might well have lower
satisfaction devels than their white counterparts. We intend
to look more deeply into this on later research. |

Following éhe request for a selfféssessment of hecalth status,
we asked ou SaanranciscO sample a series of qucstions tapping
their attitugfles about the adequacy of the health care delivery
systems ik “he city. Ideally, these would include a set of
corollary questions about the system. Wewfegl the presumption
could be made that first hand recent experience with, say, -a
clinic or a general‘hospital would tend to affect attitudes

towards the system. Such.variableg as the type of ne%g_servcd
by a respondent's use of medical/health facdlities and the
success of the service provided would probably bear heavily on
what.he/ehe thought of the system. We did not, however, foell
that. such comprehensive and intimate guesticns as would be
rgduired to get into this area had a place on the present
research instruments, Thus, the-desirable control variables
which should be an integral part of this health/ipformation/

attitude structure equation are missing here. .

Certain inferences can,- nevertheless, be made even from what we
have. The question asked first had to do with availability of

health care services in San Francisco.

. P . _

B84. WE HAVE A FEW QUESTIONS ABOUT HrALTH CARIN IN SAN
FRANCISCO. INCIDENTALLY, WE'RE INTERESTED "IN HEARING
ABOUT YOUR FEELINGS TOWARD ALL KINDS OF HUIALTH AND ’
MEDICAL CARE...PRIVATE DOCTORS OR PARAMEDICS, OR
CLINICS OR HOSPITALS, OR WHATEVER, FIRST OF ALL, DO
YOU THINK YOU HAVE AVAILABLE TO YOU ALL THE HEALTH
SERVICES YOU NEED HERE IN THE CITY?

YES.............BJ-.?% NO...‘..........J—B 3%

“
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More than four out of five persons said they felt the necessary
services weregin fact available to them in the city. A large
“ - new éxpanded 2:1 Frqnciaco General Hospital, located in an area
adjacent to where our interviewing took place, had not.opened
at the tim& of our research, but the publicity attendant to its

imminent opeﬂihg may have ‘affected these results somewhat.
. v v

L L

On a question that should have found results Elosely related to
. the abon, we asked about personal difficulties experienced in
getting medical or health services. - The real purpose here was
to lead into a probe about the dimensions of whatever problems
our respondents had encountered. The large majority asserted
; that they had had ngQ problems whatsoever,
85. WITHIN THE LAST %.oUPLE OF YEARS, HAVE YOU PERSONALLY n

HAD ANY DIFFICULTY GETTING NECESSARY MEDICAL OR HLALTH
‘SERVICES IN SAN FRANCISCO? ,

YESooooooooo\ooolz 3% NO..............877§6
. ' / .
It is apmaront that when agked general: questions about the géa
M {ag

care situation available to and used by our central cfﬁy re
pondents, there is a pervasive level of satlsfaction. The series
of questions which followed these general ones was designed to
‘pose the same:sort of inquiry, but to reference it to specifié
types of facilities and to specific types of personal health

care needs.

We first asked whether prlvate doctors 1n the comm“hlty yere
doing an adequate job on routine care.
86. IN TERMS OF ROUTINE CARE, CHECK-UPS AND SO FORTH,

HOW GOOD A JOB ARL TIHE PRIVATE DOCTORS HERE IN THE
COMMUNI'TY DOING, AS FAR AQHYOU KNOW?

. VERY GOOD.......10:9% NOT VERY GOOD, \ .
- PRETTY GOOD.ssee51l.6% PRETTY BAD....8.6% .
ALL RIGI‘IT’........27.6% VEI{Y‘BAD....'...]-.4%
Some 90 percent stated that they felt the private doctors were

doing at least a satiffactory job with routine care matters. .

)

i

«
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While there were relatively few who fell into the "very gopd
job" oategory, the fact that six out of ten respondents Jai&
either "pretty good" or better, indicates how positive these
Iesponses were. ‘
when we switched the focus from private doctors to the clinics "
and hospitals, however, ratings go dowti appreciably.

88, HOW AROUT THE CLINICS AﬁD HOSPITALS... HOW DO THEY .

) DO AS FAR AS ROUTINE CARE, IN CONCERNED? -

" VERY GOOD.......10.1% NOT VERY GOOD,
PRETTY GOOD.....39.5% PRETTY BAD. .. 13.2%
. ALL RIGHT.......35.1% VFRY BAD..cuo.es2.2%

Closc to the same numbers as above rate.the ciinics and hospitals

" as genegélly positive, (i.e., "ail right," or better), but the
“level of satisfaction is deéfinitely trending down.

. v
The diminishing rating trend is even more cvident, when we
examine the data on emcrgency care facilities. ,

89, WHAT NO YOU THIN) ABOUT THE EMERGENCY TREATMENT OR
CARE I'OR REALLY SERIOUS MEDICAL PROBLPMS HERE IN 'PHE

| COMMUNITY?
. % VERY GOOD,s....10.2% NOT VERY GOOD, '
| PRETTY GOOD.....30.7% PRETTY BAD....20.0%

I\LL' RIGHT. o000 00 340 4% VnRY BI\D. e e 0o 0 o0 04._ 7%
Now about onc quarter of the sample finds the services unsatisfactoxy’

%

e do not have specific figures on San Francisco emergency care
centeor utilization by minorities. The national reports by DICY,
however, indicate that inordinately higher numbers of. Blacks
use these kinds of medical care f@bilities than is true for the
gen@ral population. (HRA ‘pub., op. cit., p. 293) Twice the
number of non—whltes uocd emergency rooms in 1975 as did whites.

_Thesc same data 1nc1ude a flgure that placc‘ speci;&”meanlng on

the rcsults we report in the section above dealing with cliniec
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‘individuals' access to extant system components.:

\

care. Non-whites nationally had an incidence more than three
times the reported figure for whites of visiting hospital

.outpatient clinics (16.4% ve. 5.6%). It is also interesting anqg

telling that of all the_visits to ‘doctors during 1975, only
11. 3% were by non-whites. This is, of course, rsubstantially
lower than the propo}tion of this group witﬁin the.general

3

! .
populagjon figure.

The final segment in this sexicos gf attitudinal statements
about health care focused on what we expected _to be the one
most friitful queStion. This, of course, is the matter of

whéfherat{eatment and facilities avallable are equally good}

regardless of the race of the user.: Stafff persons in the

Health Resources Administration have expressed high priority
cénccrn over the basic probleﬁ of whether all peoples have .
(or perceive that they have) adequatc access to whatever h&alth
care deiivefy systems they may ne€d or want. The focus of neéds
asses;ment task force groups du}ing the mid 1970's has M¥een -
said to be shifting ‘away ¥rom that of‘questioning and peasuring-

the "quality of care" and towards examining the obstacles to

>

i

In a purely objective.sense, the access situation in San
)

Francisco's "Western Addition" where we conducted this. 2976

‘research is physically/geographically good as far as ﬁhé:ﬂiabk

community is concerned. Except for: the fact that during the

fixst wave of our 1976 ipterviewing, the municipal transport

system in San Francjsgb was inoperatiwe because of a strike, .

the normal transportation sexrvieg in'ou"interviewing-area is
good and inexpensive., Overall, there geems little reason to
havé expccted that any unusual tcmporgﬁeissueszyould be manifest
in our "equal treatment" question. The results are thus more

difficult to exp}ain than simple.

&>



. appointments. (in other words, prgventlve carc)

xv -on_ "general" gheck-ups, thoy do have 11sted several of the most

' '
-y
* . .
.

90 HERE'S THE LAST QUESTION' ON HEALTH CARE. ASIDE FROM
.~ WHAT YOU'VE ALREADY SAID, TELL ME WHETHER YOU THINK
THAT BLACK PEOPLE IN SAN FRANCISCO GET AS GOOD MEDICAL
TREATMENT WHEN THEY NEED IT AS OTHERS DO?

YES'............SG% NO...‘..........43 7%

While the majority of our Black ‘adult respondenta felt that
the health care services available to them were as good as
those anyone else could .get in San Francisco, the split was only’
a bit over 50-50. Rather than discuss the several possible
explanations_our data might Drovide for this finding, we will
defer the guestion until the section dealing with concomitants'
of various measures of social’ alienatlon we made.

m 3
As the final point in the tentative mosaic we constructed in
the healthma?ea,'we:asked about whether our respondents had had

a "check—up"‘during the past year.

87. HAVE YOU GOTTEN A CHECK~UP WITHIN TIIE LAST YEAR?i
‘ YEL).............gO 3'/6 .NO..............g 7%

At first glance, the flnd;ng that nxne out of ten pelbona had-
had a check-up during the tlme perlod prescrlbnd is surprising

and most p051t1ve. On reflectlon, howcver, we are disposed to :

~ take these results as artlfacts of a poorly rcohceived. questlon.

The concern is 31mp1y that without any deflnltlon by us of what
was meant by the phrase "check~up, . the respondents may have

,inferrod the qucstlon to be asking about any vigit ;to a medical §

practitioner. Thuq we may be. countlng a 1arge nunber of
treatmont-qoeciflc abctor (ox: non=-M.D.) v1s;ts as contrasted to

what we wanted to cdunt, i. €., compléte,'routlne diagnostic -’ .

In fact, the DHLW flguros from thelr 1975 natlonalxsu A y poant

up the pxoblemn. in out queutlon. While they do not report data

o S, ’ b ¢, . . .
Al A - . ~
" . . ’ . 3
. - . X
. . .
< . . ’ v _ .
. b .
X ~
B . z "
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*

/ " common types of examinations typically adninistered in preventive
care situations. -(The two year time frame of the DHEW data add
still more doubt to what we found in San Franéisco.)

SEE ATTACHED TABLE CD.I.44

1f, out of the tests listed here, the two female cancer '
screeningé are the most common among adults, the national fiqures
are gtill well below what we found. Perhaps the bottom 1ité”§n
establishlng the significance of the finding on medical consul-
tation "within the past year" is this: Even if the focus of many
of these examinations may have becn specifically related to
traumas or acute medical problems, almost all of our respondents

were apparently examined by some A 1 person fairly recently.
All other 'things disregarded for the mgment, the potenéial

, problem of convincing people to seek medical assistance when
'they have a problem is not seemingly of overwhelming importance
in our sample. On the other hand, the degree to which our
sample members let their health problems developjgbefore seeking
aid is something that we neither measutred nor can expect to

find so fortuitous when we do try to measure it later on.

Ry
N
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Table CD.1.44
Percent of population with preyentive care examination within the past two yecars by selected
demographic characteristics: United States, 1973

.
Type of examination
Breast
Demographic characteristic . Pap exam- Electro-
Routinc |Eye exam—HChcst BMOAT, ination, cardio- |Glaucoma
physical [ination, [x-ray females |{emales [gram, test,
undeg 3 ycars 17 years {17 years {17 yeara|40 years 140 ycars
17 years land over land over Jand overjgnd over ;and_over |aud over
A1l persons!/ —memmem- 62.4 s6.6 | 43.8 | s57.6 | s9.5 | 330 | 333
AGE !
3-16 years —-—-=--=m==mmmm===== 7.7 71.3 e .
17-24 yearg —-=—-——---=-w=wbo-deo .o 55.9 39.1 58.1 59.9
25-44 years —---------=momTmTos vee 46.2 44.17 74.7 . 73.7 ‘oo N
45-64 years —-———-----—moomsmsoe oo | 54.5 47.2 52.0 54.8 32.7 34.8
65 ycars and ovey —-=------meTs oo 48.4 41.5 .30.1 36.9 37.3 34,0
SEX
Male —~—mmemom o 64.6 56.3 44,5 ces 36.3 3.1
Female —-———gm————mmmmommmm e 60.? 56.9 43.2 |, 57.6 59.5 30.2 35.2
COLOR
V] - :
White —--——wmemm o m e - 62.7 57.0 42.4 . 57.8 59.8 33.1 34.0
All other ——-=—=~-- e N 61.1 53.8 54.8 56.0 57.4 31.4 27.2
o GEOGRAPHIC REGION .
Northtagt =—~—=—=w=—-—=—=moo——o— 72.6 62.0 42.2 "52.7 57.5 34.2 35.2
North Central —-————=—-————=———- 62.3 57.1 43.5 57.9 ~ 58.0 31.1 31.5
. AROULD == m e e 56.4 | "Bs52.6 44.6 57.7 59.7 32.4 31.8
v WeRl ~mmmmmmmm s s 60.5 . 55.7 45.3 63.9 64.5 35.3 36.2
: RESIDENCE _ : g
. .
, Metropolitan —==—=—-osmmmmmsmss 66.7 , 58.0 |* 46.4 59.4 62.0 . 35.4 35.8
. Nonmetropolitan =—=———==—=—=w=== 53.3 ; 53.2 38.0 + 53.4 53.8 27.7 28.1
" FAMILY 1NCOME *
Voo :
Under §5,000 ——---m-mmmmmmme- - $5.4 50.2 §2.4 42.9 46.6 31.9 27.6
$5,000-$9,999 ——--—mommmmmmmess 59.0 4 53.8 42.4 |~ 58.1 59.3 3.1 30.9
| $10,000-$14,999 ~----=mmmmmmmm 63.7 , 58.0 43.5 64.9 65.6 31.0 33.6
$15,000 and over ==--mmsomsesss 69.0 63.0 47.6 66.2 68.7 37.9 { 42.0
j]ﬂlncludvs unknownn income. B +

SOURCE: National Ceuter for Health Statfstlcs. Unpublished datu {rom the Nealth Interview
Survey. ' 273
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health status as reported in henlth inte
17-44 years, according to selected denographic characteristics:!

rviews for persons ages

o ————

Ll

Demographic
characteristic

Whitom—m e
All other—————==—=m—-

REGION

RESIDENCE
\

Hetropolitan~———--v—=
Nonmetropolitan-=-—--

FAMILY INCOME

Under §5,000-~——--=-
$5,000~89,999-——-——~
§10,000-$14,999-——--
$15,000 and over----

Health status,

'Y
A

apes 17-44 years

United States

Totall) Excellent Good Fair Poor
Percent distribution
100.0 52.2 38.8 7.1 1.4
100.0 57.1 35.4 5.8 1.2
100.0 47.6 41.9 8.3 1.7
100.0 54.2 37.8 1, 6.2 1.2
100.0 38.0" 45.2 13.4 2.9
/
100.0 53.4 39.3 5.6 1.1
100.0 54.0 ,\‘38.0 6.3 1.1
100.0 47.6 . 40.7 9.1 2.0
100.0 55.8 35.7 6.7 1.4
)
$
100.0 ., 53.4 38.0 6.8 1.3
100.0% 49 .2 40.7 7.9 1.8
100.0 | 40.3 42.3 | 13.0 3.8
00.0 | 47.6 42.1 8.5 1.5
100.0 54.2 38.5 5.8 1.0
100.0 61.5 33.7 3.8 | 0.6

.

Y/ Includes unknown health status.
2! Includes unknown income.

SOURCE:

Health Interview Survey.
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National Center for Health Statistics:

unpublished data from the
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{sble CD.ITT.2

1973

Assessment of health status as reported in health interviews for persons ages
45-64 years, according to gselected demographic characteristics: United Statces,

L3}

am——

Demographic
characteristic

Health status, apes 45-64 ycars

USRS

TOTALl—-—~-_;____

SEX

Whito———mm—mm—m—m ===
All other=m-mm—====—="=

RECION

Northeasl———mm=——m=—m=—=""
North Central—=———=———=
SOUL hm e e e =
WEg L= rem e mmm e e e e

RESIDENCE

Metropolitan-—=-————===
Nommctropolitan-———===-

FAMTLY INCOME

Under $5,000-——~—===——=
$5,000-49,999~——=m=====
$10,000-$14,999-———~==~
$§15,000 and over——===---

1/ Includes unknown income.

Total “ Excellent ¢ Good Fair Poor
Percent distribution
100.0 | 35.2 42.0 | 16.2] 6.0 N
100.0 38.1 40.2 14.8 6.4
100.0 32.5 43.7 17.5 5.7
100.0 36.4 42.3 15.2 5.6
100.0 24.2 38.8 26.0 9.9
100.0 35.3 46 .2 13.9 - 4.0
100.0 "35.6 44 .0 15.2 4.8
100.0 31.6 39.0 20.1 8,7
100.0 40 .9 38.1 14.3 6.1
1100.0 37.3 42.4 14.6 5.2
100.0 30.5 41.1 19.8 8.0
~—]
100.0 18.4 35.3 28.¥ |~ 17.7
100 .0 29..0 43.7 20.3 6.2
100.0 36.8 44.8 14.1 3.9
100.0 47.3 41.8 8.7 1.8
A

SOURCE: Nationdl Center for Health Statistics: unpublished data. from the

Nealth Interview Survey.
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RADIO

Thrxoughout this study we have evinced a broad interest in all
the media behaviors that our respondents reporth: If one is
intcrested in the part that medla play in the totalltn of
information—sceklng by the 1ndiv1dual, it is appropriate to
consider in the ultimate equation some reference to the amount
of attention paid to,the various sources of various kinds of
information. Communica&tion researchers have discussed for some
time the important interpretive differences that are built
into the simple deécriptiveystatistics typically used in
analyzing print and broadcast media. One critical point is
that pecople can and do pay attention to the broadcast media at
the same time as they are aﬁtenafng to other tasks or pastimges.

In fact, come of thesc othor tacks may themselves be informa-

tionally oriented: e.g., reading a magazine or the evening

paper while listening to the radio or even while "watching"

televiéion.

The matter of what. relationships there might be between amount
of "exposure" to a meéium and amount of infoPmation gained

is one of the most ‘elusive areas in media re%eqrch. wWhile we
could not presume to address it diré:tly in the present rescarch,
we intend to do so in the future. For the meantime, the retro-
spective. reporting of amount of time spent with each medium "on
the average day" will have to suffice in our trials at building
the picture of media uses and gratifications. Despite the |
obviou® unknowns which bedk on a fully meaningful analysis of

these data, éspecially when radio, the."backgrouhd medium," is

concerned, the two time-separated response patterns to the

radio time-use questions appear below:
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WAVE 1

37. HOW MANY HOURS WOULD YOU SAY YOU SPEND ON THE
AVERAGE WELCKDAY AND EVENINGS LISTENING TO:THE RADIO?

0 - 829;.......{10.3% 4:30 - 5:29.....11.3%
£30 -~ 1:29.,....20.7% 5330 - 6:29.....11.0% .
1:30 - 2:29.....11.6% 6:30 = 7:29......3.4%
2030 = 3:20.00..11.9%  733P Feereeeneea17.2%

"MEDIAN = 3,56 hr, NN

I

WAVE 2
LMLAD S

14. ON THE AVERAGE, HOU MANY HOURS A DAY DO YOU LISTYN '+
TO RADIO? - . L N

O - :29...0...--.5.6% 4:30 - 5:29....-.8.0%

£30 = 1129, ce0eel2.5% 5230 = 6:29veeees6.8%
Y1230 - 2:29000¢017.9% 6230 = 7129 ceesel2a0%

2:30 ~ 3:29,....12.9% 7:30 1 0eeoneesslD 00 ,

3:30 - 4:29.....15.6% _ 3

A S

L} -
The first point of interest here is that with the onsét of thoe
summeYy, median viewing time Cocreased by 20 minutes or so. “
Lven so, we have reporte here of close to four hours per Gay
spent listening to the Yadio. v |

\

s
‘ \J

Later analyses will deal with who among our respondents 1.6

listening how nuwch., At this point, however, the larxge ligton’ng

range -and the greot variation are worth noting. TIn fact, on

cach of the occasions when the' question was. asked, the modal

resppﬁso was the highest catcgory possible: i.c.,vmore POYsHONS

repérted 7:30 howia + of radio 1istching thon roported any other
.

amount of time. ' y

The types of programing that anpcoaled to our respondents wore

« coded by the schome indicated bclow,

15. WHAT KINDS OF RAD1O PROGRAMS DO YOU MATINLY LTSRN 107

MUSYC PROGRAMS ceeeessoosccscccocostocse « 64,095
PUBLIC AFPAIRS PROCRAMS . e eeossoeescccsces 7o 7%
EDUCATIONAL (INSTRUCTTONAL ) e eeeenacoocses 0.8%
DRAIA PROGRANAMS e e esoececoseveccscncsnsce e+ 0. 070
- . SPORTS PROGRAME e s ce seeesestsocssscocoonne SC A
TALK‘SHOWS.....-...oo.ooo.ooooocoo{uooomllo?%

0‘1‘}‘7‘:]1................‘..................]].'cl“"‘
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Music programing predominated by quite a margin. Of the one
third who did not designate music as their primary response to
the question, “talk shows" and several other types evidenced
 gome (limited) appeal. 'The'"radio feedback" section to be
appended to this report offers some suggestions as to how the
" race of the talk show hosts plays a part in the listening bechavior
of the audience.
A éorollary question to the program type preferences asked about
the stations most often attended. The results of our identifying
the reported stati-on'ai "soul" or "other" were:

PR}":FRRRED "SOU]n“ STATTONP T EEEEEEFFEENE N X 64. 8%
_ px/nanRED ANOTHER STATION. . evecoceocsesss35.2%

-
Wwhen the reasons for stating the attended radio stations were

examined for explicit race definition, "we found that few Persons
spontaneoﬁsly mentionéd race as a reason for. liking their radio
stations. '

MENTIONED RACE AS A REASON.eecescssessssld. 6%

RACE, NOT MENTIONED AS A REASON FOR

LIKING STATIONeeeeeecsoscssssssosssnsses8r.2%

On the surface it is not easy to reconcile this finding with the
preceding ones. Looking at the indisidual remarks, however,
"indicated that the respdnses were almost all of content .types _
(music, news, etc.). In the context of the preceding question,
it seems that race and the music played on the "soul" égations
in this area were simply inferred to be parts of the samé“abheral
response category; that is, a noting of a "music" stétibﬂ%is a
race-related reason for listening to the/radio when the g&ation
is a KSOL or KDIA (i.e., a "soul station").
As a projective adjunct question to the one about program type
preferences, we also presented the role—élaying "If you could
be in charge of a radio station..." question. The results were

L 7
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guite different from what the listening preferences would have
predicted.
21. IF YOU COULD BE IN CHARGE OF A RADIO STATION, WHAT
KINDS OF PROGRAMS WOULD YOU PUT ON THE AIR?

MUSIC PROGRAMS.....OO..ooooooooq0000000026o6%
PUBLIC AFFAIRS PROGRAMS..cseecccossacessll 7%
EDUCATIONAL PROGRAMS..ceeccessooccscsseelBil%
DRAMA PROGIWdS..ooo.oooooooooooooooooooooloz%
SPORTS PROGRAMS.....oooooooo.ooo000000000106%
.TALK.PROGRAMS_‘..olllQQQ!Q!QOQQO00_000_00001205%
OTHERoooooooooooooooooooooooo000000000002802%

ORIENTATION OF PROGRAMS TO BE AIRED:

EXPLICITLY MENTIONS SHOWS RELATED TO
BLACKS...............é................23.30/,0
DOES NOT EXPLICITLY MENTION SHOWS
RELA‘I‘P}D TO BLACKS.........00000000000076.79£’
Music’prograning in this hypothetical situation is cut more than
half. Barely more than one quarter mentioned this as their
first choice of format. Educational and public affairs pro-.
graming were mentioned first by about 30 percent of the sample.
The rest of the projected program preferences were more or
I

less consistent with the prdceding question on types.

As was the case previouiiy, the raj}§}y¢f§;ntationof the

responses here was coded after the fact. There id only a little
increase in the Black-relatedncss evidenced hgre.'-It may again
be that in some cases respondents were implying Black programind,
c.dg., when nominating the.swo more informational’ ofgthe code
categorics, i.e., educational and public affairs programing.

The times when people attend to radio are traditionally tieé Lo
other, often more important, time-budgot requirements, "Drive
time," for example, is this medium's equivalent to television's

"prime time" in terms of magnitude of audience. Asking our

respondents when they listencd to their radios then secms to be.

asking only a fraction of what one would necd to interpret fully
. L .
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the set of findings below,

18. WHAT TIME OF DAY DO YOU LISTEN TO RADIO?

MoquNG............'....................25.2%
AF‘I‘ERNOOIJ.............................~...5.0%
NIGHT....................................18.9%
MORNING AND AFTERNOONQ ® 0600 0 060 0 006 0 00 000 0o .40 2%
AFTERNOON ANI) NIGHT. o 0 0606 00 06 06 0 0 00 o 060 u 060 06 00 SOWA’
MORNING, AFTERNOON, AND I\IIGI'ITQ o0 0 0bd oo s 21.8% )
MORNINt; AND NIGHT. o ® 0 0 » 0 0 0 0 0 a o 60 06 00 0 0 0 o 019.7%
Notwithstanding our too microscopic focus on this time-used
variable, it does seem clear that afternoons are low on the
usage spectrum. Morning seems a bit higher than any other time

of ‘day.

Overall, radio use was fairly close to television in as far as
‘the raw amounts of reported exposure during the "average day."
&ogether, the broadcast media far outdistance the other mass
media in this time-use sense. ‘Especially giyen the unparalleled
near monopoly that radio presently has on Black cultvre pro-
gramiﬁg, it is incumbent on us to include a much more comprehen-—~

L L] > L3 . L . ' L]
sive investigation of it in the next research project. v

L/ .

As a sexvice to the National,éublic Radio unit of the Corporation
for Public Broadcasting, we included a single question about
the respondenta' knowledge of local public radio stations.

About two thirds (64.8%) stated that they did not know of a
public station in their area. The question remains how many of
these simply did not realize that stations‘of which_they aid

kpow were, in fact, part of NPR.

As a fina) radio question, we inquired about the choice the
respondents might make between tuning in one or the other of

the broadcast media at a given time,

T,

t ® 19, DO YOU EVER CHOOSE TO LISTEN TO RADIO .INSTEAD
OF WATCHING TELEVISION? -

YES.O...O.......?Q.B%‘ NOoooooooooooooozoozc};

<




Four out of five reapondents reported that they had chosen

radio over television at some time. The reasons for this
substitution behavior were so diverse as to defy meaningful
coding. (Some 40 pérceﬁt did refer to "programing" as a reason).

The overriding conclusion about radio's use by this saméle of
Black San Franciscans is that it is perhaps perceived as of.
more latent than it is manifest utility. It competes well e
with television as far as gross attendance numbers are concerneds
Perhaps this is because a significant segment of what radio is
relates directly to the Black experience - on a day to day '
\basis as well as on an abstract, conteﬁporary'cultural basis.

An alternative or complementary explanétion for all of these
results would point to the ubiguitousness of radio in -the

- society we sampled. 1t may be used for no other reason than
that it is there... and Black.

1+ To the extent that the widest present use of radio deriyes ~
from the music that it provides, we can see the legitimacy of
designating this medium as high on the cultural communication
function. Adding this to the projective data that stressed
people's desires to have more."high information" content
"(education and public affairs), we can suggest that radio is,
by no means, the unimportant medium of communication that

others might conclude it is.

e
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MAGAZINE READING
R i
Data on newapapbr reading and television viewing koth indicate .
that our samplf has an intense desire to have more and better
Black communlty*related information and entertainmenpt, The
number of Black magazines available was thought to be a majorx
source of this type of material. Like newspapers, this medium
has the great built-in advantage (over broadcast media) of
being fitted into the user's life-space as he/she sces fit.
Magazine reading is a leisure time activity that the reader
can control completely, once the cost of acquisition has been
managed., Thé wide spectrum of subject areas which Black
magazines. deal with was expected to be another strong xeason.
for this medium being especially important to peoplc like those
we rescarched., There is available no other source of'extensivé
fecature coverage of Black sports persons or politicians or

entertainment persons, etc.

In oxrdex to assess how magazines were used by our sample, we
prcqontcd two 1lsts of publications, one consisted of Black
periodicals gdnd others were -of general circulation. Beyond
being able to compare overall the extent of exposure we in-
vludod, for those magazlncs respondents reported reading,
a quoatlon about the d}gree of trust he/she felt towards it.

44. DO.YOU READ ANY ARTICLES OR STORILS IN THE FOLLOWIKG.
MAGAZINES?

“r

QUITE A HONI.
YBS NO A BIT LITTLE AT ALL

' . : Ae JIVL................18.2% 81.8% 29.3% 56.9% 13,8%
. : B, BLACK STARS . eeesseee34,9% 65,1% 32,7% 53,15 14,20
: Co TANueoseosasosasosasslBs 5,o 81.5% 31,7% 51.7% 16474

D. FDOIW...OOO...OOOOOO']g 9/0 20019{7 6304% 2906% 7 Ol
E. ENCORE«eseosossosses20.8% 79,2% 48,5% 47,00 o 594
F. ESSENCE e ecoesocessesedB 6% 51,4% 49,4% 42.3% B30

L}
i
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QUITE A NONE

* . YES .. NO A BIT LITTLE AT ALL
- o 7 ~ G+ BLACK SCHOLAR. e ¢ e o o+ 25, 5% T4.5% 46, 2% 46.2% 1.5%
- Hy, BLACK WORLD.eooseess22,0% 78,0% 46,5% 40.8% 12.7%
T C Te JBTeeeecocoascsosaseBlaT% 18.3% 55.0% 34,7% 10, 3%
'_-U'-’.' . J. SEPIA0.0000000.QOQOOlg 1 80099(’7 3208(;6_ 5704% 908%

K. FREEDOMiYAYS e esee-oes 8.5% 91,5% 44.4% 44.4% 11,.1%

L. MUIAMMAD SPEAKS S R

M. TIHE SUN REPORTER...«66,2% 33,7% 58,5% 29.2% 12.3%

No O'l‘HER (SPECIFY)ooo 0.19019\’) 80.9% —— ."-"“ ' ""f'“

’,/f As anticipated, the sample!s readership was higﬁest on ého‘

gcneral news and feature maga21ncs in the Black group. .Fog}- .
fifths of the respondents said they read Jet and: EQB“X° At the.
other cnd of the gpectrum, the scholarly journals- and the pulps
were read by one fifth or less, Excluding the scholarly
magazines, trust.s76f53 parallel readership at the two extremes ,

of distribution.

In general, we found a relgtlvely high Qegrce of reading of -
these magazines, as illustrated by the table above. Even more ‘
impressive was the uniformly high level of trust exbressed in
the publidations reéd.,'Evon the less prestigioﬁs_énd least

.xead on the list are held to be at leasQIninimally trustworthy.

READING FREQUURCY: BLACK MRGAZTIXES

NUMBER O MAGAZINES READ PFRCLNTAG: RLAJ)
NONE.............../»....a........9, 19188
OMeseeeenn Creesen (et esnneonnese 8.5
T Oesescesesssocceesscs ST N o B G -
'l‘liREE............... ---------- o.-.13-7(/\" e
FOUR o ooonononnnesnnnes P YL 12.5%
,v/l FIVE...-...--. ...... * ® 06 0 ¢ o e 0o e 13.7(;3 .
_ ' ST e eeeeocosocasssnosoenrancessns veo6.85 7
o . ~ SEVEN OR MOREs.eceveeerancann. I N CPRY A8
. N g
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READING OF‘_\DAILY METROPOLITAN NEWSPAPERS

. R h ) o | ; .
While the primary focus of the 1976 résearch project in San
Francisce was television usage, the rationale was clear for
examining usc of the other mass media.at the same time. Most
previous work has concentrated on theiaeily newspaper, the
other media assuming positions of apparently lesser importance
to the researchers. ~This descending order of significance may,
in fact, be perfectly reasonabre when one is dealing with general
population samples. In tKé present research, we started out /
with strong intuitive and moderate empirical reason. to think
that the order would not hold in this sample of Black adults.
AS we have not ed elsewhere, for example, radio was, in a tlme[ _iq
attendance sense, more 1mportant than television,to this é%oup.
There is also some evidence (Greenberg, 1970: Lyle, 1969:- S
Nobles, ed., 1973) in both the communication resgarch and the
ethnological literature that bral Qommunication is a much stronger
force in contemporary Black America than the-written forms.

o
S

The background of the hewspaper situation in.the area wheére

EN

this research was conducted breaks down briefly to this:

there are two dail? newspapers available in the gity, the

morning Chronicle and the afternoon Examiner. The former ) .
has traditionally been recognized as a locally—oriented "sensa-

tionallstnc" papcr; the latter is the original Hearst newqpaper S
property and has, until very recently, maintained a conservative
approach to joﬁrnalism. "We have no figures specifically‘ap~

plicable to the circulation of these two dallles within the San
Franciscq Black community. Since our intereqts lie in gauging

the dimensions of utility of the various media on the individual
level, however, the gross exposure data are relatively unimpor-

tant here. | & .g

N
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) In order to get at-the”ﬁsage ereaf we presented our respondents
a series of seven questions dealing with the daily newspapers
they read. A leading ore in the initial wave of personal interr

" viewing had to'do with frequency of exposure, an important

o control variable. We found that a bit lesd than half the. aample

A °r repo‘Fed that they daid read a newepaper dally. s o

o ' 38. DO.YOU READ A NEWSPAPER EVERYDAY? P ?' ‘ o

‘f IR W‘“r“YES;..........»...46 O% --Ne.,...............51&¥% R

AN
Shortly afterwards came what was intended to Eb & variant of the
e " same question: Now fewer than one- thimd reportea reading:a, '
» Newspaper every day._' ) T s . .
] 40. RBOUT 'HOW MANY' DAYS d WEEK DO YOU READ A NEWSPAPER? : . \'
" - S - ( . v e l?-' s
. I/-i " ' s '_,'\# PN ONE..‘...}..../..;..IS‘S% FIVEOOOOOIODQOQ‘IOOS 7% . ’

YVV"\ ' ,-- . : Two.ooooooooaoo-oall 4% SIX. o..uo-ooo-ooooS‘l%
' »‘ ’ THREE..:.......'.'}4 ‘9% SEVE .'...‘........29 7%‘-
’ L 'FOUR...............G.G% e

o @\f ReCOHClllng the&e-dlsparate resdlts is“dlfflcult.x-The 1ike11-'
! . b hood thougj is that the general questlon, "Do-ypu réad a, I

- newspaper e eryday,2<was ‘taken more loosely by ‘the respondents'(

’ : "that is, they percewyed tﬁﬂ; their "1ntentions" towards readxng ’ _-
Vo ﬁ. B newSpapers every day were fhe“object of the 1nquary. CIE thls i , dﬁ’
EEREE S ) acceptable, the ldrge group of persons who, whenylater . T

.-f:. v asked for. speciﬁics reporﬁed legs than dally readrng, were - _ .. !
- ,;f' : apparentiy justgexhlbltlng a strong sodial desﬁrablllty | S
,' - visg é_v1s newspaper readlnq Egg se on the inltlal.questlohf Ifu-:. i'f)
oo ' L ‘This io espec1ally interest “in lmghg of ‘the wldcly held* “,',_;T;y'
5.'. g bellef that - readlng is heldiir rethlvely low regard 1n~the - C _
: e Amerlcan Blaok cdmmunity todayry wgo e IR
;;Q- - The'iargesﬁ*num r §r any category of respondents dld after '
. L all, report thet they read a new: paper Vely day,vbut the mcdaan
S of the’ dletr;butién ebbve falis at between thrée and four days - K
2{‘.;7 : readlng per week ’ The amouﬂi pf time sp nt readlng. regardless EER
NI . > SRS R s , .
. U A A S e
W8 R - 1375) . i i\ o T Y "
¥ WA -;..".' i W e e ¥ ’ U
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o ﬂglhe resulth of the question on daiiy readership preference show

~ o ‘
B - » ) l )

-of the nunbex of days came out to a median of about 28 minutes "
per day. o v )

41, ABOUT #OW MUCH TIME DO YOU USUALLY SPEND READING -YOUR
: ,/"NEWSPAPFR ON AN AVERAGE DAY? .
‘ir .‘f' LESS THAN 10 MIN}‘Lgoz%. 30-44 MINomﬂoo;oooof15.2%
- N 10-19 MIN;.}..;...1502% 45 MIN. OR MORE000004006%
‘ 20‘29 MINooooooooolg 8% ' ‘

f’ _' that most of the persons in the ample were Chronicle readers
. (that id; ‘of the 89.9% who read newspapers at all),

| "‘, 39.7WHICH NEWSPAPER IS IT? IR
‘f— R - CHRONICLE.........32.6% ﬁXAMINbR............39 2%
! " .. SUN REFORTER. .. ...3.1% ., . -

}A1¢ab T'Getting more to tHE podnt of this research anﬁ its’ basic thrust,

< : the question of. types of news soqght in the newspapei showed
the results tabulated bqlow. ‘e

42, WHAT KINDS‘OF ‘NEWS DO YOU ESPECIALLY TRY TO RFAD IN THP
NEWSPAPER? 3

INTERNATIONAL NEWS cAFRIcn ASIA,-MIDEAST, BTC, )..11 0%
NATION NAL (USSe)ierecsoncasconcsoccsssonsscsoosasesl2 7%

. ) ' -STATE BAY ARFA OR CITYonooooooooooooooo00000000009 ?%
.« B _JINEIGHBORHGOD‘SPECIFIC (OR "NEWS -OF BLACK "
- t'- ‘;.~ .. COHNUNxTY)o;o‘4o.¢bo.oooooo.oooooooooooooo?tﬂo"oosc A

R o : GENERAL. NON-SPECIFIC RESPONéE..t........:..i.?...Gl 0% .

L4 ’ -

This first coding of the g&en~ended response here was not
('Qh successful° mosy of the responses were not classifiable. of Y
those which- were, i nternational. ndtional "and state newq werd
all at about the same level.y News"s§%c1fieally geared to the-
l neighborhood or’ to the Black cémmunity ahowed up in very few %

BRI .. ' respondentg " answers. (1t-pay beé that this latter point ise .R;
«?‘ Cpe simply a reaction to the paucity of duqb localized news  available

ih any of thqidaily newspapers in §en Francisco )

~

IR _\‘-O- T . o . : "'. L
‘ The locabiops_from which nevws’ originates are obviously not inde-) -
pendent of the types of qus that are likeiy to occur there .

>
i 4
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. Co ) L. R B .
(e.g.., political news coming from. washington, D.C.). With this
confounding element in ménd, we still tried to clasaify the
news types aouqht by our respdhdents along cofftent lines.‘

POLITICAL, GOV'T, DIPLQMATIC NEws..Q........lo 6%
ECONOMIC, LABOR NEWS. .rceeeeeecoccesfibornaeeass2.8%
CRIME, DISASTER NEWS: ecctqeecocctsassscacancseescls5%
NONHARD NEWS SECTION (e.g., SPORTS, -FOOD,
WOMEN S)oooo-oooooooooooooo.oooooooooo.ooo.ozo 8%
HEAVY NONHARD NEWS (e.g., SOCJAL SERVICE SYS-. N
‘ TEMS NEWS: HOUSING, HEALTH CARE, "ETC. )eeeoeaa2.1% T T
. ADVERTISING OF ANY KIND. evservoasooennesennesaBed% | /r
GENERAL, NON-SPECIFIC npsponsg...............55 a%u -

.
Of those content typeas which could be meaningfully claasifisd

o« Y

feature aecttons were the most frequently read.
For some unfathomable reason, the probe question on types of
news sought in newspapers showed a significant increase in the

| selectlon of state, local, or regional news types. .
)r 43, IS THERE ANY OTHFR KIND OF INFORMATION THATfYOU ESPECIALLY
. TRY TO GET FROM THE NTWQPAPPR WHEN YO" READ Ir?
- " INTERNATIONAL NEWS  (AFRICA, ASIA,

MIDEAST ETC )oooooooooooooo.ooooooooo.oos 8%
‘NATIONAL (U.S. )..............x...ﬁ..ﬁ......7 8%
STATE, BAY AREA, OR GITY..eecevssseceeasses2l.d%
ﬁEIbHBORHOOD» SPECIFTO (OR "NEWS OF
SR . i BLACK COMMUNITY")........................5 7%
T \ GENERAL NON-SPECIFIC RESPONSE.. .c0e0a000.58.3%
.o ' { y

CONTFNT GENRE CHOICE

POLITTCAL, GOV'T, DIPLOMAQIC NTWS....,.....S 8% : -
‘ECONQLiIC I‘ABOR NEWSQ.....Q.g............ooz 1%

" \ - \ CRIME, DISASTER NEWS. .eoesBeomesveoovosaasw3e28 =« ~ 7
L . NONHAkD NEWS SECTION (eg., SPORTS; - o ‘
- FOOD, WOMEN' s)...........L..............26 3% >
*HEAVY, -NONHARD NEWS (e.¢., SOCIAL SERVICE , v

SYSTEMS NEWS:" HEALTH 'CARE, ETC, ).........4 2% .
ADVWTI&ING OF ANY KII\TDoooooooooooooooo‘oo24 7% . v 4"
GENERAL NON~SPECIFIC RESPONSE.. .o euesees33.7% .o

- 'y : ¥“ ' E
The only noteworthy change in the results ~for the*content types ] >
on this probe.was that advertislng rose by‘almost a’Factor of , :
R five; one-quarter«of the respondents nOW'mOntloned that thdik Ty
< ) v x -+
i . . - . L. _ ; . -,
) '~_ \ N . - . - . . N i N o . - . Q‘ . '. 7 .-
-, : - b : ’ S
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'repeating in,tﬁls context.

sought out advertisements in the newspapers, There was also e
a slight increase in citing the feature sectiona in this probe
question. - .

¢ N \ _ | . \\a.

Although we have reported the data below in another section of

this paper, they have relevance here too, and are worth

r
P

-

46 WE WOULD LIKE TO KNOW HOW MUCH. YOU RELY ON. NTWSPAPFRSL
AS YOUR SOURCE OF INFORMATION ABOUT BLACKS AND THF
BLACK COMMUNITY. WOULD YOU SAY- YOU RELY...

VERY MUCH®.....,..10.1%° NOT TOO MUCH.:.....3§%
' PRETTY MUCH....e0..11,0% NOT AT ALL.cccoc..17.4
.SOMEW}!AT..........3OQ,6% ”\ ' .. R ) -

-

Few of our sumple expressed much reliencg on. the newspaper f
news of rheif own eommunity. We would expect to find that ma
of tﬁese were not even referring to the daily metropolitan ‘
newepapers but to the Sun Reporter. San Francisco g Black weekly.

Given the dasproportlonately low rtoverage that' the Black community
gete in the two large dailies, it is not su{priglnq to tind_

that they rely reldtively little on these sources for news of

their neighberhoods.

-
2 -

In sum, the sample we researched in San Franc1sco read-for only
a relatively short tlme (less than balf an hour) .on those days

-.(averaging every o¢h01<dav) when they aiad read a danly newspaper.

They were largely unspecific about the types 6f content thcy
sought in their newspapers, but showed a slxght tendency, on

',balanée, to be 1nterepted in .ews that originated in Callfornia.

\

tDespite this rather low level of reported actual use- of the .

. newspaper, there is an- indicatlon thatitho sample percelved“

enough value in. regular newspaper readnng to abstract about

their own behavior when asked the’ most general question "Do you

read a‘hewspaper gvery . day?" e interpret this to mean that

they feel ‘that. they woul? like to and, in fact, "should" read

a newepaperudaily. but qe,not manege td do ao.. Future analy81s
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e of these data will address the questions of how sub-groups of
h . our sample, by age, . political orientation, etc., specifically
_ | - reacted to these questions ahout newspaper uaage.‘
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ALTENATION FROM WHITE NEWSPAPERS

3 : .
5 . ’ . .
Thore &re several general reasons one could posit for the samnle's

low usége patterné for daily newspaporq;' Beyond those which
relaté to the content per se not’ being relevant to the Black
adults we intcrvieyed, there is the dlutlnCL p0981b1llty that
these people's rcading behaviors are symptomatnc of their uonorn]
aversiveness towards‘many_pf'thc institytions of white socicty.
The diroctiﬁhswers to this question ljeiin the bivariate rela-
tionships which are examined elsewhere in this report. Prelim-
inary to looking at thosao, hbwgv\r, itkﬁo aworopliaL; to sece
)ancﬁu:responqents felt about the whité-dominated media in
general, Along these llnéo, we have derived (from Schunann and
Héchott,-Unlvcrnlty of Mlchzgan Survey Rescarch Ceﬁtof) a scdlc.
of "Lrust in majox}ty meddo."  The four items ﬁortaining to
'hewspaporg apyear\below. (The™ seven Tvlitoms are analyscea
els O\\rhero )

84, DO YOU FFLL TIAT YOU CAl TRUST QUHU“ D ﬁTT or vy
YOU Ri2ND IN T CHRONICLS AXD EXAMT-GR QR (‘1\1‘ YOU

TRU ST™. A LITTLYE FlT OP H{OW.! OF 1T IT AT LLL?

\\3 OIII|’ w I\ IJIT. ® 068 ® & & 8 0 o ] 1 I:Ol]]': Af‘l‘l ALIJ. e+ 0 08 0 o‘l. ') ].’).:](,:\ .

A LlrﬁrPL‘l\ BIT.......-.76 Ot/‘

- ' . The direct cuestion of trust in the two larce dailics indicatoed
thot the overvhelming. pJooortlon o: prOuoOd nwnlmal faith.
About onewc1qhih of the TosoondCQ1n xcportet, "a loy of trust"

in the contont of ncwupaocr bul anm equal nunber avowed "no

trust at alb." By _ ' \
) - . n

E]
’

On another dimens 1on, we _dnquired about Op?ﬂlon" of the aacouncy'
’ | of ‘these nQWupapers chogpqo of nvw@»of the Black Commnnlty.

. The time—relatodnoss of this question was'}Qt;:fionul° we ]

-~ —wantp(’ mox e Lhan an ab},o]ute judqmc-n{_ of coveéwage, but \rai-hc_\z"

. ' » '
. - . . -
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: .
.

.
B

»C




’
— N -
-~ .
.
LY
~
\
L8
-
]
v

progrcss,' and most of L%@ rest adfd not eXPYCss an op1n10n.

.

a comparison of “now" with "the past.” W

88, WHAT ABOUT THE MAJOR SAN Fl I18CO NEWSPAPERS? DO YOU -
THINK THERE HAS BEEN AS MucCll PROGRESS AS THEY SAY IN
COVERING .BLACKS AND NEWS OF THE BLACK COMMUNITY, OR
DO YOU TIHINK THERL HASN' 1 BEEN ANY PROGRESS IN 7T1IE
NEWSPAPERS? - ¢ - '

MUCI{ PR()(JIU‘SKJ o 00 0 0
NOT MUCII PROGRESS...06

2.5% DON'T KINOW, 00000 018.8%
The resuwlts are very similar .t¢ the above. About two out.

of three persons 'said that they,.felt therce had "not been much

Only one eighth viewed the situation as having "progresscd alota"

*

!

The third question in the series on attitudes towards metropol-
itan newsvopers was, inadvertantly, a duplicato of the first
onc., The fact that it camc as the. 91st in.a cowplicated serics
viich had taken sowme 60 minutos by Abat tiwe probably sufficed
to mask tho'ovorsight os far as tha»rﬂﬁponddnts*wern conceorned,
Theore were only .minor dififerences hetween the ywo*setﬁvof
results. b

91~ DO YOU FLY)S T YOV U"'J e lel'n"‘ n,IBI'l‘ o ins You

READ T rf ChiRRC ”O AL z_.f].) RSSO PP l’lll1 2 OR CAN YOU JUsY
TRUST A LITCLL O- 34 (‘{'1>C*\1 1T 200 ALLTC

CQUITE A DIT.........lO 5m RORP AT AT®. . e... 10,5
A IJI'.L.l.LJLJ O 1'1000.0079 :

r

I8

Havin: Jealt with at bitvdes a.uom‘, ihe onxtent of coverace ol
Rlact affadrs and trust in genggal nowe dubliched by thae Lo

dailics, we tricd nest, to. zero in on cur respondents' trust in

news 8f their own Dlack commmunity as presented in the Chronicle
and xamincey, . ‘ C 'y
92, WMIAT ALOUT THE RuUS YOU READ IN' TITESH PAPERE 200U TS e
) ' BLA(‘J\ (.‘Ol;\.xU.\)l)‘\’ 1OV MUCH O 11 CAN YOU TRubs? =

QUI'J.L A BITeeeoosool 3 495 NONE 2P ALLee s o cion 12. a5
A IJ.".F.P]J}" OI.‘ 1'1‘0 - .. Py 74 ?(,-:

Ey

3
~ ~

Not: surprisingly, the results wede similar to what w& ffound imm

\ A

)

the olher questions of this set. About fhrocuqurrterslaf\ﬁyc
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samplo stated theoy trusted "a little bit" of what these large
newspapers print about the Black communlty, the remaining quartor
were split everlly into the two extreme’ categories., In general, -
this samplc{s feelings about the two metropolitan daily news-
papers is one of minimal trust of what they perceive to Ee
minimal covarage of their community. Th rall evaluation is
that these newspapers cannot be trustced ag far as gencral news

PR

i) concerned e1thor.

The only conditional elementl which we feel ought to be noted .

here aliout the very low mgghs that thogo news pqpﬁrs réceived is

thig: while telovision, bo;h newvs and cntertalnment included,

1 fairly howogencous in iis conlent and fOlmuL in most cilics
across the country, newspapers aresmuch less so, Ve must
therefore etort sone coulion before inferring from these det.
thet mcetiopalilen ncovspapers in goncral are likely to be held

in sucl lov regard by Blachs elsewhcre than in oYY sanple aved.
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BLACK NEVWSPAPERS
There are two oenerally available Black newspapers in San
Francisco. The Sun Roporter is locally publlshed weekly by
a nationally estecmcd Blach leader, Dr. Carlton Goodlctt.

1ts circulation in the area where this research was condugt@d-
is estimatced at slightly less than 10,000, "Some tWwo-thirds of.
our sample reported bolng readers. The Bilalian News is. '
publlshod weekly in Chlcago by the Nation of Tslan, Circula-~

tion figures on this newspaper are not available, but 45 percent
of our sample said they read the-publication, It should be
borne in ming that the Yocalized nature of thc'@un Reportex's

*. ‘ ‘ news and featnures and the non—local naturc of The Bilalian

Fews might be reflected in VQLY ‘distinct us sage patterns and
appcals. While the data arraycd below do not distinguish just
which publications the respondent intended to be devcrih*nc \
we are proceedinyg on Lhe basis that the bulk of the respoudontn

had the Sun Renorter in mind vhen answerind.

Q

22, AS YOU HMNAY MXILIHMBLR, I,\‘ OUR EARLYTLER SURVIDY VE ASKED

' ALOUT VOUR RUASOWS FOI ULTCLIING BLACK=-ORLLNTED ,
o PRQGRAMS. NOW VB Y WOULD L 0 KUOW YOUR REASONS FOR
ROEADING DLACK=ORIY \*'i‘LD RSPAPLRS.  WE UVOULD L1RE YO
RWOL hurbon BAaCci OF PLBSL STATLHLLITS APPLY TO YOU ¢
A LOY, A LIVWLE, OR NC'E AT ALY.2 ’ > : '

~

© - A

. ) o Z\ I\A NOT .~
S LOT  LITYLE R LL

4

AL TUSE O ML e s eeesssioannsaee L0050, 0 031005000 57,900
: B. TO GET A GOOD LAUGH . asesenssoseteDhue 23 7‘,fu 7145
: ¢ UTO GRT INFORMATION ABOUT
VIIAT 'S, IWAPPRIIING e v v seovee e 7209000 19 5550 0 o .8. 34
D. LRLCAUSE-YOU -CAU RELAYE TO Tl
\'i']qu']:)m}" TPH ARPICEDS e e e s eee2704%e e e 432950 4.29, 35
3. WO RLAD 10N SOMi: PEOPLE SOLVL | : _
TIEAR ]JV) RYIAY PRONBLEIS e es e oo p? l/oo voe ";4 2/00 ve 380 7‘10 oo
F. BECAUSE 797leY SHOW HOW TIHINGS '

. - ]\1\1-‘ Il‘i P‘:l\ll Llrl‘.o.o..........ll() Gfo...36..)/u...?’) ( : >
. G. JUST TO RIAD Apéur POLKS THAL - .o
¢ o LOOi LIRE &(“]o..ooooooooooooool) 8;0000?0 3/1000(’50
- H., PECAUSE/SOMEOWS BLSE IN 0Dl A
e o FAMILY TRSISTS ON RLIALING WHIEM, 2, 2% o :8 o. we 30,100
i . J,_-p JUS'.P '-PO I)J\Ln‘; ..1.‘]]1.: '.L‘J.l‘n.‘-o ' R ) (j 9. 1 ) \l. a0 , )o / ¥
ol e - 18w
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Five of thetnine items have been answered such as to indicate
that our sample does not use Black newspapers for what

might be termed "passive" information-intake reasons. -These

items, A,B,G,HI, and J were all rejected by most respondents.

The accepted four items seem to share an active, ‘information-

seeking component.,

As was the case with the data bearing on usc of Black news and
public affairs television, the clear direction in this sample
is towards positively SQQking locally oriented, Black-reclevant
information, The paucity of this type of information in the
daily newspapers of the city probably shifts the burden for
ful £illing this desire even morc hcecavily onto the Black ne@s-
papcers than would otherwise be the .casc, The same information
load shifting is, no doubt, applicable to the TV situation as
well, In the end, the balance of the responsibhility for pro-

. . s 3 R - . - : . ‘
viding thie print pdrtion of local Black neus scems to be sqguarcly

on thq one mass information prediwn left, t.e., the Sun Neverter,

A

~

~ ¥




SPORTS VJEWING

'

Pre-test .data gathered in 1975 in Richmond, California had inéicated

that sports programing, on television was very popular among the

Black adults questioned then. The racial composition of the prefes-
ional and amateur teams in moqt sports might ‘be enough, when con-

sidered in the light of our ‘data on Blacks in politics and on

television, to suggest that this samplo would watch a lot of sport<

on TV With this and other speculations in mind, the second pers onal;w
interview in our series contained a section on sports'viownng and

motivations for such viewing.

»

The first question determinced that some nine/tenths of the sample

reported that they did watch sports on television.

-

2. DO YOU EVER WATCH SPORTS SHOWS ON TV?
YES . oveennnn L.88.1%  NO....vieiiennn. 2. 11.9%

Even the broadnesgs of the time frame in this filter question probably
did not overcharacterize the extent of sports viewing; some'43.5
percent of the v1evwr chose the "every week" catcgo{* when asked
about the frequency of their sports watching- this was' the highest

category available on lthe scale we presented to them.

53. HOW OFTEN DO YOU WATCH SPORTS pR’pGRAMLNG?

r EBVERY WERK oo et i ittt o s ceeeen e .43, 5%
ALMOST FVERY WEEK.....o0. 0. e e e 22.6% ¢
ONCE IN A WHILE.... oo ve e Cee e s 26.2% '
ALMOST NEVER.......00 Cee e Y RS

Collapsing the two most {requent responses , wWe can see that aoout'
two/thirdq of the viewing sample here watch some sports programing

or anothe at least almost every weck. Given the fact that the
interviewing on this wave was conouctod during the late ,pring (ﬁ&qr
of it preceded the otdrt of broadcaﬂtnng of the 1976 Olympios) when
the sports offerings on San Francisco {olov1Cion are very sparse, the
results are cven more impressive. . SN

1t would seem plausible that a seasonality factor might also have

-
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influenced 'the resblts of the’qﬁéstion on "faﬁorite éports" somewhat .

' 54. SPORTS YOU LIKE TO SEE BEST ON TV ,

- ALL SPORTS og NO SPECTIAL ONE......,...2.1%

v C BASEBALL . . s o et by e 25. 2%
BASKETBALL . v v vevne e e e.029.3%.

- . +.BOXING........... P .5.8%

5 - PO BALL . s« vt tae et ..27.3%

) " TRACK AND FIELD. «vveeurennnn. e 2.9%

: ‘ HOCKEY. R O RPRPRRPRY o B 0 4

o ANY - OTHLR,QPORT..F.. ..... et eeeaeeaan] 7.4%
Bésketball ‘baééball and football\each"aécountcd for about one quarter |
of the sports vxewinq samplg's preferencés.- .

@ R  i\ ' - ‘ )

' On another coding, constructed out of the "reason.for liking your
‘favorite: onrt" question, we founa very little mention of the’race

of tho partncipanto playing a4pdrt in the selection.

55° WHAT DO YOU LTKE ABOUT WATCHING YOUR FAVORITE SPORT?
"Y JUST LIKE IT" OR OTHER ;-

NON-SPECIFIC RESPONSE....... el 28.4% )

A RESIPONSE THAT MENTTONS RACE.......  .5.1%

A “RESPONSE, THAT MENTTONS ACTION..... .31, 8%
; A RLQPQNQF THAT MENT10NS RACE

. | o AND ACTION . & tre e e ve vt e nennsennnns ..2 o - v

voooe RESPONDENT PLAyrqtmﬂx;sponT

HIMSELF/HERSERE. « oo vv et nen oy 17 8%

COTHER ¢t vttt et e ieeneteenneenenennnss L 14.4% 7

v I
“’OfuthOSe reésoné which were meaningfully codifiable the predominént
one, by “far, waq tho action, orlentation. Six times as many b@rson“
GGQignwteG this rec on for liknng‘their favorite as said that race was : A
the primary cons 1dbration. B surppris inq nunmber dlwo made - reference .
to their ‘having p]ayvd their favorite viewing sport thems O]V(u in the ~
past;, thk° mainﬁunnlnq an inte est in it through wntchlnq it on .
television., 'Race was noted by only one third the numbecr that mert1;:>q_

. \
thisg persondl,experlgnce rationale fotr viewing. - N

. . <
¢ . q .

W .. ~

So that the ofdéf of sports viewing preference would be explicit to

tﬂe,réspoﬁdeﬁt, we asked a second, separate, question about favorite
sports for viewing on television. Here the predominance of rasketball

and footkbull come out’ even .more clearly. We are, of coursc, treating

S .' - | | | :
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Sports 3 . .

the two preference tables as a set of independent pair, choices in
that no one person named the same sport twice. ,
//' 56. WHAT IS THE NEXT BEST SPORT YOU.LIKE TO ShE ON TLLFVISION?
ALIL, SPORTS OR NO SPECIAL ONE4......c..... S 6% ‘
BASEBALL. e e e e e ae ..11.6%-
BASKETBAIJIJ ooooo ] -o-o_oltt-ooo-Q.oto--oono-Q-QZBQO%
_& BOXING e ® 6 6 6 0 @ © @€ 0 6 8 B % o 0 0 0 4 & 0 0 o & 0 0 0 0 0 0 o ..l8.2% <
- FOOTBALL e R P .22.4%
i . ) 'I‘RAC‘K AI\II) FIFIJD o o o .t e % o o o o o e o o o @& o o Q.Q e » 07.8% .
o }IOC:KEYQQ. e @ @ 0.6 8 o o 0 0 0 0o 0 0 o ¢ o-o"--- o.o Q'Q_IQQQ-.;. ° s 0 OO.(.)%' iy ’ -__ -
h ANY OTHEF{ Sl.:’O}'{,].’oo-o'o‘Qootaooo.oototttttttao-lSQS% )
The corollary question here on motivation for viewing found reasong
similar to those discussed above. Action, rapid pace, 'and movement -
are what seems to be bringing the great majorlty of Gport% viowpr ’
in our sample to the set for watcblnq ﬁhell favorlte sports.
’I, " | - \ . ) ’ ‘_a‘
The major reason for chludlng Lhe unSLlQn on sports disliked for T
televis 1on wafchlng Was to qot at the race issuc dnd the action
motive . from diffo:ent dlrectlonf The: eXpechtlon 'was that this-Wwould 3
provide a less 5ou1al~desirqbility sensitive opportunity for the ‘3_52.

respondeﬁt to demonstrate the abp@al of watching Black athletes on TV.

Paral¥s) to the interest that communication rescarchers have had .

reéently in the effects of violent content on viewens! attjtgdoé,and BRI iQﬁ
behaviors, we felt thét this question would also be éh appr@p}iata way ‘ -
to elicit whatever aversive reactions thpre migh& be to the‘moré |

action-oriented (i.e. violent) sports on TV

58. ANY SPORT YOU DISLIKE WATCHING ON TV? |
ALL SPORTS OR NO SBECIAL ONEu..vvnewnnsa’se.20.9%

‘ BAGKBALL . v e e vve ofosedeeennns S :.....13.4%
BASKETBALL . o0 et e e nn e e i ei et 'V B
: BOXTNG. ot v everonnenennoneeionanens ...;......3 o -
_’ . . .‘FOO"J‘I‘.%AIJIJ.-.uo .......... R e h-o\‘o.oooooo-.'?.()% ,
| : TRACK AND F1ELD....... Ciiegereesenseaesslee 1.0% -
HOCEEY . .. .. et e ......:.1.:.....10.9% :
ANY THFR-“POPT..,}.. ....... et e e e e et 36 ?% " RS
A number of persons mcntlmnod that hockey, which i" both eA01quvo of.
Black athlotc" and Also vio]cnco filled,- . as b01ng the dlsllked sport*' T

the: reca uoninq wah more lOd\Qd on the excessive violence. ayQQOLy than
on the not~cnouqh—nluckP—playing cat(uoxy.. The numbcr“ d?‘por Onn mn “'/Qp,f
'y ‘ 4‘ -‘ . t‘ ) ‘ . . .’.

. A . . 'Y
) | 19j
. . . . . N C . ' ,‘ . .
s N ¢ : L ot . S,
' ) . . . ) 4 « . .
. . . .\ .o _
. . . . B . .
Ca . L . . _ . »r , . ae
N L. . . . . e , . v o
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the tables below were not large enough to separate them into thosg "~
who disliked one sport or another_because it was too fast and violent
and those who disliked a sport (predominantly baseball) because it

lacked sufficient action.

59, COULD YOU TELL ME WHAT IT IS YOU DISLIKE ABOUT WATCHING
(THE SPORT NAMED IN THE ABOVE QUEST 1ON)" '

"I JUST II?}.)],IKI. IT" OR OTHER NON- - f : :
o ; - . SPECIFLC RESPONSE. ..o .. 80y en o eee16.06%
T S A RESPONSE THAT MENTIONS RACE. ..o we...6.4% .
g A RESPONSE THAT MENTION: ACTION..:.. WA39% T
A RESPONSE THAT "MENTIONSG RACE -
. AND ACT1ON. ..........1.\g3,....0.6%
. OTHER . oo v e ‘??')

on balance, the overriding reason this sample statoed for watchihq or

~avoiding their favorite televised gports pxoqramlng COntﬂh(d about -,

ecquation, "nevertheless

-;ace issuu was destino

the action inherent in thv‘qamg,_‘Expllet socking Qut ~of pxograman.

that featured Black athletes did not appear to be-vely common Aag A
primary reason; ik cannot bo GLccounted a 1nteg1a1 to tho v1ownnq

Tho tu‘p( d :\;ntex Vi owr r (_vc aled s ubsi ant al

secéndary"fcferencos'to thic isstue. - . y
| _ .

- -

.,_Thc Summer 1076 Olympic Camcs were more hcra]dcd fo; the politicdl/
dlplomftic thdn the athletic LOHLOQtﬁ.' Although'wo fould not antlsipato-

it when deq1qning the gﬁo*tloﬁﬁair' for our Wave 3 intervigws tho
to be a very important part of what, happongd

-~

4

1n Montreal We refer, of OQquo to: the w:thdruwal irom pdrtiC1pdt!L1 o

oL almost all Af:lcan natlondl‘ifdmu; th1< o;curxnd l@@v than a wetk

_ before*ﬁhe qmes commenced, and during thc‘ldt*cj'phu . 'of _our final

fcomp11C1ted Lhan it would bL if we had not bxbn worknnq wiih Lhoeso

'1ntch1cw1ng The ana [ysis of tho data tdbulqicd bolow 1 a blt mo1v'

, —
;unforaeeablo evcntu. s o . o
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v ‘ . ¢
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: Black viewers dees not, however, jibe with the antj-nationalistic

Sports 5
\ B

X .

-~ 60. AS YOU MAY KNOW, THE OLYMPIC GAMES ARE BEING HELD IN
MONTREAL, CANADA; THIS SUMMER, AND THEY'LLs BE ON TV )
FOR ABOUT 2 FULL WEEKS. WE'D LIKE TO KNOW WHICH OF . -
THESE SPORTS YOU THINK-YOU WILL TRY TO TUNE IN......

- . YES NO

(PLAN TO WATCH) 97.1% v 2.9%

TRACK AND FIELD......;...BS.O%......:hS.O%

WEIGHT LIFTING...........49.8%.......50.2%

GYMNASTICS dvnvvvnns e 80.1%.......19.9%
'.'t WRESTLING s o % o 8 0 ¢ 8 0 6 b oo 0480"1%0 s o8 o o -51.9% '

el ‘. . . - . _SWIMI\iINGoocho--o_o_o_"..o_. 0_57_7-3%0 -Qo_.0022.7%
: ' BASKETBALL......,....;...84.6%....{TTTS.J%"'

out of thc 97 percent of the sample who said they'woﬁld (or had)
watched some part of the Games, almost 7/8th said they wauld view
the track and field competition. Ther&gould then hardly have’beon
more viewing of this one segment. where the' absence of the many world-
class Africans was most obvious, - Knowing that many Amcrican track
competitors were Black and thinking that this wouwld attract our
eyprcssiono the samplc made in the "Black identity" section_ ot thel
questionnadre. The same sort of anomalous evidence appears in the
findingq on the swimming competition; only one. of the hundreds of
athletes was Bldck yet the sample was very High in its watch?mg of

r

this sport . , ’ - s,
It is rather simple to ihpute to the Romanian and Sovict wonmen the
high score obtained on tho gymnastics viewing— We wou]d have to infer
that the specific characteristics of weight- -1ifting, especially it
slow action, were behind the low scores there. Overall the materialc
discussedyto this point indicate again, &s was the tinding on the
assessment of TV spQrts favorites, that the race of the comp@titoxs_
is either not very important to thesce Black viewers or that they may
‘have been reluctant to admit that it was. We think the former

ig more accurdte.
: - - ,

- A serics of quoation* that doélt with viow1ng of the W1nter Olympncv

wwiclded about whdt was anticipated, but wo Ldnnol now state that thi"

maeant what ve origihaiﬁ;,expected it would mean. The exclusively

-
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white domain pf these winter ewents was hot vie;ed very much by our
sample for otﬁer reasons than the racial compositian of the participantﬁ
Perhaps there is a connection betwopn this finding and a strong reason
noted earlier for watching one's favorite sports TV event; that is,
familiarity with a sport being related tb liking it. Certainly few

Black Americans are active snow sports enthugiasts. ; / ‘
N ’ 1
61, HERE'S ONE QUESTION ABOUT BHE WINTER OLYMPICS THAT WERE
ON IN FEBRUARY. HOW OFTEN DID YOU WATCH T SKIING AND . . .
HOCKEY. AND SQ FORTH FOR_THE 10 DAYS. IT WAS ON CHANNEL 772 .

EVERYDAY..... e e e eet e e 7.8% : R .
MOST DAYS.......J.u.../..14.9% : ' IR
A FEW DAYS..,..... wio hn . 31,0% - -
HARDLY ANY.., .0 ... :..r17.5% S
NONE AT ALL...... “ 28’?% v .

Near the end of the sports serles, we tried a final point of addre sing
the v1olence/action labelling ‘problem as it relates to televised sports.
This amounted to asking about pref@rences toward gontact or non contdct

sports and then ,a reason for the tated preferenco if any. VA

62. JN GDNERAL, W ULD YOU qAY YOU . PREFER’ TO WAT(H THE “POPTS -
WHERE THERE TS LOT. OF PHYSICAL CONTACT.., LIKE POOTBALL

g OR BASKETBALL OR DO YOU PREFER THE NON-CONTACT SPORTS LIKE '
| GOLF, TENNIS O ACK? . O

B ‘CONTACE SPORTS . 't v uveens 38.2% |

o . NON-CGRTACT SPORTS....... 13.4% . X

o -t MAKES NO DIPEERENCE.. .48, 5% ' SRS

63. WHAT IS THE ‘REASON 'FOR pnmrngg;uo—(ANoer IN #62)v

}.GENLRAL, NON-SPECIFIC RRAHON........;;...za.b%- -
) A RESPONSE CITING. ACTION, PHYQICALNFSS, -
— ' : AQGRE 3GTVENESS, OR VIOLENCE........ . .39.0%
. ’/\\ BSENCE or/ACTloN PHYSTUJALNESS )
S ‘ ACGRLHSIVINPSQ, OR VIOLENCE...... C e e e JBL2A Co
o, ) OTHER...' ............. P ’.. .0 23.9% -

About half the samplc avowed having no profowono@ béEWch the Lwo, ’

'\but of thosc who AQid "select onc, contact ;portr predomtnuto.
three- to-one maigin':'Moét pcople's rodsoning héro was in iho
"direction of being attidcted Ty action or heirfg aversdve to thc

*

slowness and lack 'of action they porooiqu in sonme sports.

i

- \
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i ' .
)
watching sports on ‘televis ion came last in the series. ?ﬁis ordering
“was purposive; we -wanted them to Be able to refilect here on what they'
had said about ‘the many Bpecific sports we had mentioned. If this

indeed worked, we héveja summing up of general reaqong fqr sportu

viewing. I B -~
64. MERE I8 Tur LAST $P0RTQ QUESTION. 'WHAT FOLLOWS ARF.
. , GENbRAL RE S PDOPIE HAVE GI1VEN FOR WATCHING SPORTS v
. . ON4TV. WE 1D LIKE/ TO KNOW WHETHER EACH, OF THESE
_ ,i\\\ .- . . STATEMENTS APEIIES_T “YOU A LOT, A LITRLE, OR NQT AT ALL.
. o A A ~ NOT
LR 1 WATCH THESE SHOVIS ' RCAUQP LOT - LITTLE AT ALL

'-a. THE COMPLTITION 15 XCITTNG.....r.:7%58%...18.5%....8.7%
b. I WANT TO SE}. BLACK ATHLETES ' . .
DOINC WFLL...... ce oo .{' .. 83.0%....6.8%:..10.2%

t MY HOMTTOWN .....................54.0%)..20.4%ﬂ..2597%

‘ d. 1 FOLLOW THE PLAY[OF A ! . K
FAVORITE STAR: . /... P et 54.3%. . .20, 1%, .. 24.5%
e. I TRY TO PREDICT HOW A GAME , ) L
o WILE END UPe o foinaenennnneenn L .52.8%...23,8%...23,4%, .
f£. I WANT TO SEE IF/ THE' UNDERDOG | oo '

_ CAN WIN. v vanweofiovanonnee. oo e e 49.6%. . .27, 10,0234 3
gy T WANT TOQ WATCH/S KII{ LT SPTEE
; pronm,znrﬂon\......:”...w.”..74£wg.v144mg,.1i.q%
h. ‘SPORT> ARE JUST LIKE IIFE, ‘ s ' R
WINNING IS WANT REALLY COUNTS. « ... 39.0%. .. 22.3%. ..38.6%"
i. "I WANT TO 'SEE THE SUSPENSE OF o .
TR GAME.. ...l e e ..62.6%..:23.0%...14.3%

The: first observation obvious among these regult 'is that all the

;stqtemcntt ware accepted by a mdjoriiy of tho sample, even thoughr - .

*the degree of acceptance, of coursc, vqiiod uubstantldlly

] : v
' , o - . ¢
> A ' '

The four most widely'embraced reasonﬁ“(af, b, gy and i. ) both uuppoxt
and contradict our otHexr output dibcusacd carlicr in rcfcronte to SN
specific sports., It is to have bdon expected that excitement, quﬂponvo
and eQen-tho puse demonstration of . athlctic skill, per se, would have
appealed as bagdc motiveq for thiy audlence's Wntching sports on' TVe
But.now, for the first timoe, there is a very' otrong\stat<ment that the
race of:the athleto is important io thisc v1owcr “ We reject the
ulighL pOb“thlJLy Lhat the ﬂddnt1on here of th& concept “doing well"

was thL tho itbpond(nt keyed on antl thiat thios QUC tVon thus difiorod

'oi \ . ]
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X frem,previous (open-ended) counts of reasons for viewing. 1In fact,’
e it maY'belthat the *closed-endéd nature of this form of -the question
produced our results; one rationale would be that now the social
desirability component is unavoidable whereas on. the open~ended

questions it was not. e SRR ; \

The second grouping, gccording to degrec of acceptance of the.state=.
ments (c d., e., and f.), suggests that allegiances to teams ‘or
!individual tefm members are relatively less important than ihe actiom"
or race issugs. So too are the passive prediction tole (e.) and the
ect (£.). A tentative explanation for .this latter result.

underdog e
is this: televised sports teama generally inbiude sugh numbers of

Black membcrs - on bpth winning and losing sides - that the
race-underdog empathy is ef(ectively dissipated. . That io, even the

‘~ leading team gan be perceived as a (succe ssful) underdog.

T« . [

¢ V " ‘ L]

The -final clo ed ended reason we preqnnted to the roqpondentu was

rejected as a vinle statement by about four out of tcn persons. 4

B} . Ty
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